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SECTION 15-A AMENDMENT 

In the closing days of the Sixty-Ninth Congress last 
March, Congressman Newton, at the request of representa- 
tives of the National Industrial Traffic League, introduced 
a bill to amend section 15-a, of the transportation act. It 
is not, strictly speaking, a League bill, for it has never 
been submitted to the League or even to its executive com- 
mittee, but it was drawn by Mr. Fulbright, chairman of the 
League’s legislative committee, and introduced at his request 
and that of J. H. Beek, executive secretary of the League, 
the purpose being to bring about discussion and clarifica- 
tion of ideas before the next session of Congress, when the 
bill will come up. The time has come for that discussion, 
for the Associated Traffic Clubs of America, which meets 
next week in convention at Richmond, has the bill on its 
docket and the League itself meets next month and will, 
doubtless, take some definite action. 

We have before expressed our approval of that part 
of the bill that would repeal the recapture clause and our 
doubts with respect to that part of it that would repeal the 
language of the rate making section that now compels the 
Commission to fix the valuation of the railroads and then 
endeavor to fix rates so that, under honest and economical 
management, the railroads will, as nearly as may be, be 
enabled to earn a certain percentage (now fixed at five and 
three quarters) of net revenue on that valuation, and sub- 
stitute for it this: 


In the exercise of its power to prescribe just and reasonable rates 
the Commission shall initiate, modify, or adjust such rates so that 
under honest, efficient, and economical management and reasonable 
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operating income sufficient, as nearly as may be, as the basis of such 
credit as in the judgment of the Commission may be requisite to 
meet the transportation needs of the country. 

In determining the amount of net railway operating income which 
the public interest requires that the carriers shall have an opportunity 
to earn, the Commission shall, from time to time, fix a period of 
years for which average annual net railway operating income shall, 
as nearly as may be, equal the amount found by the Commission 
necessary in the public interest, and shall prescribe rules and regula- 
tions for the computation of such annual average income. 

As we have said, this proposed language would dis- 
pose of the troublesome valuation as a basis for rates, but 
we think it is decidedly up to the proponents of the change 
to give some much better argument for it. Our fear is 
that, under the law as proposed, the Commission would no 
longer feel the urge even that it now feels to make ade- 
quate rates. It has not given the carriers the revenue that 
the law, as it stands, provides that they should have, so it 
can not be argued that the law has been oppressive or that 
the railroads have had too much. We believe the Com- 
mission has not been liberal enough toward them. We would 
still think so if the law were worded as it is proposed to 
word it, but under the law, as proposed, the Commission 
could say, whatever the railroads earned, that they were 
earning all they ought to be allowed to earn. The Com- 
mission would be the judge of the rate level, the basis on 
which rates would be computed, and every other factor of 
the problem—and it need not even tell the public how it 
arrived at its conclusions. 

The purpose of this part of the transportation act was 
to put and keep the railroads on a profitable basis. It is 
up to the advocates of the amendment to explain how their 
plan would accomplish this any more satisfactorily than the 
present law. As we see it now, we believe the proposed 
language would make adequate revenue much more diffi- 
cult of attainment for the railroads. We believe the rail- 
roads, who fear rate reductions, will oppose it on that 
ground; that shippers who are always sympathetic toward 
anything that seems to mean lower rates will favor it; 
and that fair-minded students, without prejudice, will look 
askance until some much better reasons than have been 
advanced for the amendment have been heard. 





COOLIDGE AND SHIPPING BOARD 
It would appear from various things in the record, 
though there has been no definite indication of open rupture, 
that all is not harmony between President Coolidge and the 
United States Shipping Board, especially between the Presi- 
dent of the United States and the chairman of the board. 
The most recent and, perhaps, the clearest evidence of this 
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situation is the action of the Shipping Board last week in as- 
suming direct control of the Merchant Fleet Corporation by 
making the members of the board its trustees and Chair- 
man O’Connor, of the board, its president, which was not 
at all in accord with the expressed and recorded ideas of 
President Coolidge with respect to separation of the board 
and the corporation. In his message to Congress, in De- 
cember, 1924, he said: - 





The form of the organization of the Shipping Board was based 
originally on its functions as a semi-judicial body in regulation of 
rates. During the war it was loaded with enormous administrative 
duties. It has been demonstrated time and again that this form of 
organization results in indecision, division of opinion and administra- 
tive functions, which make a wholly inadequate foundation for the 
conduct of a great business enterprise. The first principle in securing 
the objective set out by Congress in building up the American mer- 
chant marine upon the great trade routes and subsequently disposing 
of it into private operation can not proceed with effectiveness until 
the entire functions of the board are reorganized. The immediate 
requirement is to transfer into the Emergency Fleet Corporation the 
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Linois whole responsibility of operation of the fleet and other property, 
leaving to the Shipping Board solely the duty of determining certain 
ystem FF major policies which require deliberative action. 
ordin ; ' 
lina In his message to Congress in December, 1925, he 
ervice said: 
m the All the investigations that have been made under my direction, 
ito and those which have been prosecuted independently, have reached. 
a the conclusion that the fleet should be under the direct control of a 
enger single executive head, while the Shipping Board should exercise its 
re fi judicial and regulatory functions in accordance with its original 
or conception. 
of the 
veler In his message to Congress last December he renewed 
trains his recommendation for separation of the board and the 
aforts corporation. He also expressed opposition to the govern- 
t and ment entering on a ship construction program. 
ween “We have expended over $250,000,000 out of the pub- 
oints lic treasury in recent years to make up the losses of opera- 
tion, not counting depreciation or any cost whatever of 
our capital investment,” said he. 
“T do not believe that the operation of our fleet is as 
economical and efficient as it could be made if placed under 
a single responsible head, leaving the Shipping Board free 
45M § to deal with general matters of policy and regulation,” said 
a he, with respect to separation of the two bodies. 
President Coolidge went into more detail as to the 
government’s shipping lines in his budget message to Con- 
35 PM gress in December, 1926. Said he: 
25 PM There is included in this budget $12,000,000 for the operating 
35 AM deficit of the shipping board. It is believed this amount, reenforced 
by certain receivables and other available resources, with reduction 
of losses through sales of lines as opportunity offers, as contemplated 
by the Congress, will permit necessary operation of the government's 
merchant marine during the fiscal year 1928. From 1921 to 1926, in- 
Clusive, the total net loss incurred in the operation of its various lines 
was $238,157,582.18. These figures represent losses sustained through 
the operation of the active fleet and the maintenance of inactive ves- 
sels. I mention this to show that in the six fiscal years from 1921 
to 1926, inclusive, the government has spent in the operation of its 
merchant marine an average of nearly $40,000,000 a year. The losses 
10 PM have been gradually diminishing each year. Provision is also made 
20 PM for continuing the availability of the $10,000,000 defense fund appro- 
50 AM priated in the first session of this Congress. 


With regard to the operation of vessels by the shipping board, the 
merchant marine act of 1920 contemplates that such operation shall 
maintained unless it shall appear within a reasonable time that 
the lines or parts thereof can not be made self-sustaining. None of 
the lines now being operated are self-sustaining, and while the reduc- 
tion in cost has been helpful from the standpoint of the treasury 
there is no immediate prospect that any part of these lines can be 
operated without loss to the government. 
_ Under the joint resolution of July 3, 1926, the United States 
shipping board will present to the Congress not later than January 
1, 1927, two plans for building up and maintaining an adequate mer- 
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chant marine for commerce and national security—one through pri- 
vate capital and under private ownership, and the other through con- 
struction, operation, and ownership by the government. The time is 
approaching, if it has not already been reached, when the Congress 
should give consideration to the formulation of a more definite policy 
regarding our merchant marine. Such definite policy, I trust, is fore- 
shadowed in the resolution to which I have referred. 

We quote these expressions of the President’s views 
because it was recently stated at the White House that 
President Coolidge had set forth in his messages to Con- 
gress his views on the merchant marine and they might be 
found there, and because they show him and the Shipping 
Board—or, at least, Chairman O’Connor—to be in disagree- 
ment in other respects than the separation of the board and 
the corporation. 


It will be observed, for instance, that the President 
freely uses the words “loss” and “losses” in discussing the 
merchant marine problem. But Chairman O’Connor, in a 
radio address at Miami, Florida, February 26, this year, 
said: 

“This sum of money that we spend from the United 
States Treasury to publicly maintain a fleet until it can be 
sold into private hands is called by our enemies a national 
In the same address he said the board could not sell 
inferior ships to private owners to compete with better 
ships owned abroad. “We, too,” said he, “must scrap our 
inferior tools and buy and operate the best that can be 
bought. If the expenditure for these new ships be properly 
called a ‘loss,’ we should not continue our ocean venture, but 
sink or scrap all of our ships, abandon the oceans to for- 
eigners, and return to what I have called the Dark Ages 
of American shipping.” 


loss.” 


In a recent address in Washington, Chairman O’Con- 
nor asked: 


Are we going to carry out the declaration contained in the mer- 
chant marine act of 1920 and see that some new ships are built 
for the American merchant marine, or are we going to struggle 
along with the inferior ships we have and gradually get back where 
we were in 1914 when American vessels carried less than 9 per cent 
of the cargoes of American foreign trade? 


In this address he said the cost of maintaining the 
government lines “has been characterized by our critics as 
a loss.” President Coolidge has referred to the operating 
deficits of the Fleet Corporation as a “loss.” Is the Presi- 
dent an “enemy” or “critic” of the Shipping Board? He 
has declared against a ship construction program, while the 
indications are that Chairman O’Connor and the Shipping 
Board favor such a program. Are the administration and 
the board working at cross purposes? Are they even un- 
friendly? 

What is the ordinary observer to think when he wit- 
nesses such inconsistencies and differences in policies as 
these? One thing he should think is that there is an im- 
mediate and strong need for a clarification of the situation. 
Another thing he may conclude is that, if he does not en- 
tirely agree with Chairman O’Connor and the Shipping 
Board, he has some pretty strong backing at the White 
House, at least so far as the present record goes. That 
backing is not to be disposed of by saying that President 
Coolidge is unpatriotic, that he is an enemy of an Amer- 
ican merchant marine, that he is influenced by “foreign 
gold,” or that he is an “American in quotation marks.” 






























































HALL RESIGNATION REPORT 


The Traffic World Washington Bureau 


A report published October 18 in a Washington newspaper 
to the effect that President Coolidge had selected Amos A. 
Betts, member of the Arizona Corporation Commission, as a 
successor to Commissioner Hall, and that the appointment 
would be announced that day or a day or so later, brought the 
first statement from the ‘White House with reference to the 
matter since it was reported that Commissioner Hall planned 
to resign. 

President Coolidge, according to the statement made at the 
White House, has no positive information that Mr. Hall is 
going to retire. The President, it was said, had been advised 
that Mr. Hall’s health was not good and that there had been 
rumors from time to time to the effect that he would resign. 
These rumors now, it was said, were a little more circumstan- 
tial than they had been, although it was added that the Presi- 
dent had no authoritative information that Mr. Hall was going 
to resign. 

In view of the fact that there was no definite information 
with respect to Mr. Hall’s plans, it was said, the President had 
done nothing with reference to choosing a successor. A num- 
ber of recommendations had been made as to a successor to 
Mr. Hall, it was said. It was pointed out that Mr. Hall was a 
Democrat and that he was appointed from the “mountain” 
region, and that the President, in selecting a successor to Mr. 
Hall, if and when the commissioner retired, would endeavor to 
fill the place by an appointment from the mountain region if a 
suitable man could be found in that region. If that could not 
be done, it was said, the President would look elsewhere to 
find the man who seemed best qualified for the place. 

P. J. Farrell, chief counsel of the Commission, and Walter 
Splawn, formerly a member of the Texas commission, have 
been mentioned in connection with appointment to the Com- 
mission if and when Mr. Hall retires. 


COMMISSION APPOINTMENTS 


T. C. Burwell, president of the Associated Traffic Clubs of 
America, has, under date of October 17, written the following 
letter to the President of the United States: 


In connection with the two appointments to be made to the In- 
terstate Commerce Commission, such appointments to be made by 
the end of the year, desire to point out to you the attitude of the 
Associated Traffic Clubs of America concerning such appointments. 

Reverting to resolution adopted by the Associated Traffic Clubs 
of America at its meeting at Cleveland in 1923 and ratified by mem- 
ber clubs, which reads as follows: 

“Resolved, That it is the sense of the Associated Traffic Clubs 
of America, to be presented to the President of the United States with 
proper representations as to our qualifications to speak, that ap- 
pointments to the Interstate Commerce Commission should be made 
with sole view to the experience and the fitness of the appointees to 
serve on this body, whose functions are of the utmost importance 
to the future of the carriers and that they should not be appointed 
with a view to giving any particular group or special interest rep- 
resentation on the Commission, but be representative of the public 
as a whole. Appointees should be men who, by previous training, are 
qualified to deal with the problems coming within the jurisdiction of 
the Commission.”’ 

It is hoped that you, as our Chief Executive, will see your way 
oo ” proceed along the lines as outlined by the resolution just 
quoted. 

Understand that representations as to our qualifications to speak 
were presented following the Cleveland meeting, therefore, am not 
repeating those representations at this time. 


BARGE LINE UNFAIR 


H. M. Warfield, president of the Baltimore Chamber of 
Commerce, has written the following letter to the President of 
the United States: 


An article appearing in the Baltimore Sun of October 8 (see 
Traffic World also), indicates a movement on the part of shippers 
in the Mississippi Valley, using the government barge line, to secure 
an additional $50,000,000 appropriation of public money to extend this 
so-called experimental venture of the government in the transporta- 
tion business. 

The operation of this barge line by the government has been a 
source of grave concern for some time to the members of this or- 
ganization, particularly to those engaged in the business of export- 
ing grain, who have keenly felt the loss of business which the barge 
line, by reason of unduly low rates, has unfairly diverted away from 
Baltimore to the Port of New Orleans. Under the level of rates main- 
tained by the barge line, the operation as a whole has produced a 
large deficit annually which has had to be made good out of the 
public treasury, and these sums added to the original cost -of creat- 
ing this service, which also came out of the public treasury, we in 
the east, as well as those in the Mississippi Valley, have been taxed 
to maintain. Hence, we are being obliged to share in the cost and 
maintenance of a government operation, incurring large annual deficits 
to the prejudice of our own commercial activities, and one which 
adds greatly to the wealth and prosperity of New Orleans and to 
the detriment of our own port on the Atlantic. While we do not object 
to the appropriation by the federal government of money for the 
improvement of the Mississippi River as a waterway on a parity with 
the waterway improvements throughout the country, or to a barge 
line or other form of water transportation on the Mississippi, or any 
other river under private control or ownership, we, nevertheless, 
feel justified in voicing objection to the continued governmental opera- 
tion of these federal barge lines, and most certainly to an additional 
$50,000,000 in capitalization. In other words, we feel that we in the 
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east are being obliged to help pay for our own commercial destruc. 
tion. 

We trust that the unfairness of the situation will be apparent 
to you, and that we may rely upon your efforts, not only to prevent 
the additional and extravagant appropriation now being: sought, by 
also to possibly eliminate this government activity. 


BARGE LINE SURVEY 


Secretary of War Davis has requested the Department 9; 
Commerce to make a survey of the existing facilities noy 
operated by the Inland Waterways Corporation on the Missgis. 
sippi River, the Mississippi Sound and the Warrior River. Such 
a survey was recommended by the advisory board of the cor. 
poration as the result of the appeal ‘of shippers of the Middle 
West for a recommendation for an increase in the capitaliza. 
tion of the corporation of $50,000,000. (See Traffic World, Oct. 
15, p. 855.) 

Secretary Davis stated that a survey made by such an out. 
side agency rather than by officials of the corporation would 
insure an intelligent report of actual conditions. By means of 
this survey, it was stated, the Secretary hoped to ascertain the 
amount of traffic that could be efficiently handled with existing 
equipment as well as obtain information as to possible expansion 
of the service. 

Senator Brookhart, of Iowa, has declared that he favors ex. 
pansion of the services of the Inland Waterways Corporation to 
meet the requests of shippers, and also that he favors a policy 
of permanent government ownership and operation of the mer. 
chant marine. 


FULBRIGHT ON CONSOLIDATION 


R. C. Fulbright, chairman of the legislative committee of 
the National Industrial Traffic League, discussed the subject 
of railroad consolidations before the Associated Industries of 
Massachusetts at Boston, October 19. He reviewed the history 
of railroad consolidations before and after enactment of the 
Sherman anti-trust act. He said that, on all occasions either 
before or since the enactment of the transportation act of 1920, 
where large groups of shipping interests had passed on the ques- 
tion of the public interest in railroad consolidations, they had 
given expression to their desire to preserve in a substantial 
degree competition between various railroad systems. He said 
it was difficult for one who was not engaged in handling traffic 
problems for shipping interests to understand the character and 
importance of competition between railroads. 

“Not only does competition preserve a more efficient service 
in handling commodities expeditiously and safely but it affords 
a greater variety of avenues of commerce,” said he. 

Mr. Fulbright, as to the policy for the future, said he would 
tell briefly what many shippers thought should be done by Con- 
gress at the coming session. Continuing, he said: 

First of all, we believe that the present legislation has proven 
inadequate but we are in favor of public regulation of proposed con- 
solidations. We believe the Interstate Commerce Commission is the 
proper body to consider these questions. We believe that the law with 
respect to a plan for consolidating the carriers into a limited number 
of systems should be repealed and that adequate and ample legis- 
lative machinery should be provided to enable consolidations to be 
worked out successfully where the Commission, after public hearing. 
concludes that these consolidations will be in the public interest and 
that they will not substantially eliminate competition in service be- 
tween common carriers. We do not favor a declaration of policy of 
the law in favor of consolidations for the reason that this smacks of 
legislative compulsion and runs counter to the play of natural eco- 
nomic processes. Some slight modifications in the bill on this subject 
which was introduced at the last Congress will meet what we con- 
ceive to be the great public need of today. A bill along these lines is 
being prepared for introduction at the next session of Congress and 
we understand that it will have the support of railway executives, 
railway investors and the shipping public. The enactment of such 
a law will take us away from particular theories of consolidation 
and will leave the regulatory body free to pass on the merits of a 
particular application and apply to it the remedies which the situa- 
tion may warrant and at the same time it will not deprive the 
owners of railway properties the right to initiate and undertake fur- 
ther amalgamations or acquisitions of railway properties. 


FREIGHT GOING TO MOTOR TRUCKS 


The industries of New England are diverting from the rail- 
roads of New England to motor trucks approximately four million 
tons of freight a year, a large part of which could be better 
handled by rail, or by a coordination of rail and truck, according 
to George Hannauer, president of the Boston & Maine, speak- 
ing at the annual meeting of the Associated Industries of Massa- 
chusetts, at Boston, October 19. President Hannauer was ad- 
dressing the transportation conference on the interdependence 
of New England railroads and New England industries. 





RAILROADS AND BUSINESS CONDITIONS 


Increased purchases of railway equipment might be expected 
in the near future, according to advices that had reached Presl- 
dent Coolidge, it was said at the White House, October 18. This 
statement was made in connection with a brief review of bus! 
ness conditions that, according to reports made to the President, 
were improving. It was said that, through efficient management, 
the railroads had not been buying heavily in the equipment field, 
but that now the indications were that replenishment of equiP 
ment was necessary. 
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How to Write Commission Reports.—Assuming that the 
fundamental rule for the making of rabbit stew has been ob- 
served, it appears there are several models that might be fol- 
lowed by the Commission so that it might accomplish its desire 
a‘show a given commissioner as the author of one of its reports 
and as a dissenter at the same time, without making it appear 
that it approves of shadow boxing. One is observed by the 
supreme court of Arkansas and the other by the Board of Rail- 
way Commissioners for Canada. In general terms, their ways 
are to have the report writer set forth the things on which there 
is general agreement. Then, when a point comes along in which 
the report writer is a dissenter, the point is shown in such a 
physical division of the report that there can be no mistaking 
that there is an interpolation in which the views of the minority 
are shown at the point of divergence. In the Canadian reports 
the chief commissioner sometimes sets forth views on which 
the majority seem to agree. Then other commissioners, whether 
by obligation or merely by choice, set forth the points on which 
they agree with the chief and the points on which they hold 
other views. In neither form is the reader startled, after read- 
ing the report of the Commission, as prepared by a commis- 
sioner or by a justice, to find that the man to whom the report 
is attributed does not mean all the things set forth under his 
name. There is nothing in the smooth flow of the language 
of the newest form of Commission report to show that the 
man whose name is at the head thereof does not agree with all 
that the form attributes to him. The reader discovers that fact 
after he drops down among the dissents. In the Arkansas and 
Canadian forms the reader is warned, at the point of divergence, 
that the report writer, from that place of departure, is no longer 
the holder of the opinions expressed, but merely the clerk for 
his colleagues, setting forth what they think, the same being 
not at all what the reporting commissioner or justice thinks. 
In a case, several months ago, Commissioner Eastman reported 
the points on which all were agreed. Then he added some per- 
sonal views. They were in the nature of supplemental opinions, 
which the majority probably had rejected when Commissioner 
Eastman suggested putting them into a report containing the 
views of a majority of the commissioners. However, in the last 
analysis, the form of the Commission reports, it has been sug- 
gested by those who smiled over the idea of Commissioner 
Campbell doing some shadow boxing, is not important. The 
public is not misled, it is suggested, when a commissioner, under 
his name, writes the views of the majority and then points out 
that, while he was the reporter for the Commission in that case, 
his own views on such and such points were unlike those of a 
majority of his colleagues. 





Talk Plain English, Says Bartlett.—First Assistant Postmas- 
ter-General Bartlett, in a communication addressed to all post- 
masters, warns them not to use technical terms that have grown 
up in. the postal service when writing to the general public in 
answer to complaints and inquiries. His reason for issuing the 
admonition is that the public, in a great majority of cases, 
does not know or understand the terms. Particularly, he says 
the postmasters should not use such terms as “nixies,” “throw- 
backs,” “markups,” “dead” and “hard.” The origin of the 
first mentioned term might be suspected by someone knowing 
the meaning of “nicht” and its usual pronunciation. ‘“Markups” 
might suggest, to those familiar with the weighing and inspection 
bureaus of the railroads, as meaning pieces of mail the postage 
of which was of too low a class and had, therefore, been marked 
up to the class the inspector thought applicable. Nothing in 
a foreign language or in railroad practice, it might be suggested, 
would help the general reader to understand “dead” and “hard” 
with any degree of certainty. 





Tennessee and Power Development.—Tennessee, by its Rail- 
road and Utilities Commission, has asserted paramount juris- 
diction over power development by water within the borders of 
the state. That body has declared that “the state of Tennessee 
in its sovereign capacity has full and absolute power and con- 
trol over the establishment, development, and operation of all 
its water power in the state, subject only to the limited powers 
conferred on the federal government under the Constitution of 
the United States.” It is suspected that there will be accept- 
ance of that declaration, as sound in law, by many who have 
hever thought of themselves as states’ rights men. The fed- 
eral government, it is admitted, has jurisdiction over navigation; 
therefore, it has the right to say what, if any, obstructions to 
navigation may be placed in the navigable streams. It may 
Slve a power company the right to build a dam in a navigable 
Stream, but where it obtains power to say that a company au- 
thorized to build such a dam may put in machinery for power 
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creation and send the power so created out over Tennessee or 
any other state is not one of the most obvious things on earth. 
The Tennessee commission has cited companies that have ap- 
plied to the Federal Power Commission for permits to make 
power developments in Tennessee to appear before it and show 
cause, each why a certificate of convenience and necessity should 
be issued for the construction for which they have sought per- 
mits from the federal body. According to the reports about 
the citation, there is not even a _ suggestion that Tennessee 
could authorize the construction of a dam in a navigable stream. 
Such a permit, it appears to be admitted, could only be granted 
by the federal government in the exercise of its authority over 
navigable waters. It would be based on a conclusion by the 
national government that the dam would not interfere, unduly 
or intolerably, with navigation. Beyond that, it would appear, 
the national government could not go. But such a permission, 
based on such a finding, the question raised seems to suggest, 
cannot give the holder the right to send power into Tennessee 
even if the power be developd in a plant placd on the dam, so 
as to have it within the federal jurisdiction, unless, by some 
theory not generally known, that dispatch of power so created 
would be the same as dispatch of commerce from one state, or 
the District of Columbia, into another. Tennessee could not 
forbid the landing of ordinary commercial goods taken from a 
boat in a river upon her territory or the dispatch of such goods 
to a point within her territory or through her territory to that 
of another state. The federal government, by indirection, has 
obtained a considerable hold on the regulation of manufacturing 
within the states, particularly by reason of the inspection of 
meats. Those affected by such legislation, when it was enacted, 
were constrained to accept regulatory inspection at their plants 
by the inconvenience that would have followed rejection. The 
government could inspect all meats going from one state to 
another by stopping them at state lines and turning back such 
of them as its inspectors thought not fit to be in commerce 
among the states. However, a permit to develop power, it might 
be suggested, would not be akin to meat inspection. No ques- 
tion of health would be involved nor would power creation, at 
first glance, be recognized as an aid to navigation, in and of 
itself. The dam might be such an aid. Application of the doc- 
trine of implied powers to help power projects beyond that point, 
it is suggested, would create a smile. 





Correction of Lines.—In the Napoleonic days, land-taking 
from the war-vanquished was accomplished by what was known 
as correction of lines. Now the phrase is to give the taker a 
mandate to conserve the interests of the inhabitants of a par- 
ticular area. Rectification of lines is what the winners in Mid- 
continent Oil Rates, 1925, probably will think of the Commis- 
sion’s transfer of a large part of the Kansas oil refinery terri- 
tory from group 2 to group 3, with the effect of a two-cent in- 
crease in rates from central Kansas refinery points. In the 
Napoleonic days, those from whom territory was taken called 
it land-stealing. It is not likely that such a harsh term will 
be applied to the work of the Commission by those speaking or 
professing to speak for the transferred refiners. Some of them 
supported complaints with a view to obtaining a reduction in 
rates. If they finally must bear increases they will probably 
think of themselves as kin to the citizen who goes to the police 
station to complain about something only to find himself in a 
cell, a defendant instead of a complaining witness. In the 
tumultuous course of the Midcontinent case the railroads first 
thought they should have an increase in rates, but when the 
Commission gave them an increase in the form of rates from 
group 3 two cents over group 2, the two groups theretofore 
having been on a parity, they changed their minds. They made 
common cause with shippers in group 3 against the imposition 
of a differential, though they did not completely abandon their 
advocacy of higher rates. It was felt at the time that, in op- 
posing the imposition of a differential, they might be influenced 
by the great harm some of the big shippers could do them, in 
the competition for tonnage, if they did not all toe the mark 
and oppose the creation of a differential. Whether that impres- 
sion was well or ill founded, the fact was that the railroads 
opposed an increase in that way. The further fact, believed to 
be of great importance in rates on oil, is that the Commission 
stood pat on its creation of the differential. 





Unusual Assignment in Lake Cargo Coal Case.—The Com- 
mission has assigned Commissioners Campbell and McManamy 
and Examiners Koch and McGrath to take testimony in the sus- 
pension cases created by the proposal of the southern lines to 
reduce their rates on lake cargo coal by the amount the Com- 
mission ordered the lines serving the Pittsburgh and Ohio fields, 
to cut theirs, and the proposal of the Buffalo, Rochester and 
Pittsburgh to revise rates from mines on its line. It is not cus- 
tomary to assign two commissioners and an equal number of 
examiners to hear even those cases popularly known as “big.” 
Regardless of what other reasons there may be for designating 
four men to hear the testimony, the general idea on the subject, 
it is believed, will be that their designation is a recognition 
of the highly explosive character of the questions raised by the 
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proposals of the carriers. The part of the case created by the 
tariff of the Buffalo, Rochester and Pittsburgh is not now re- 
graded as of great importance in the case. Formally, of course, 
there are two cases. In popular language, however, they con- 
stitute only one. That one is taken as a sort of an appendix 
to the formal docket case created by the complaints of the Pitts- 
burgh and Ohio operators. Under the law, the Commission has 
power to suspend tariffs for not more than seven months. Those 
seven months will expire before the opening of navigation on 
the Great Lakes next spring, when the forwarding of coal up 
the lakes will be resumed. Naturally, the thought is that the 
Commission will dispose of the suspension cases before the 
end of the seven months. That thought is due, in considerable 
measure, to the fact that, prima facie, the southern lines, when 
they filed their schedules, gave no heed to the admonition of 
the Commission, given in its report in the formal docket cases, 
to maintain their present rates so as to give Pittsburgh and 
Ohio operators a wider differential. However, the suspension 
case, it might be suggested, will not turn wholly on the char- 
acter of testimony introduced in the formal docket cases. The 
first duty of the railroads will be to prove the rates they pro- 
pose will be just and reasonable and not so low as to put a 
burden on other traffic. If pushed to the utmost, it has been 
suggested, the suspension cases will resolve themselves into a 
question as to which of the two sets of carriers serving the two 
sets of mines, can haul the coal the cheaper and still make a 
reasonable return.—A. E. H. 


DIVISIONS OF BARGE-RAIL RATES 

The Inland Waterways Corporation, in No. 20154, has filed 
a complaint against the Northern Pacific and other carriers 
alleging that the defendants insist on a basis of divisions that 
shall be used in dividing joint through barge-and-rail rates on 
classes and commodities between Fargo, N. D., and points in 
Illinois, Missouri, Indiana and Iowa, publised as the result 
of the Commission’s decision of July 28, 1927, in No. 19132, 
Commercial Club of Fargo, N. D., vs. Inland Waterways Cor- 
poration et al., that will be unjust, unreasonable and inequitable. 

The barge line alleges “that the basis of divisions which 
defendants herein insist shall be used in dividing the joint 
through rates over the through route above mentioned gives 
to the lines west of St. Paul-Minneapolis, Minn., the same reve- 
nue they receive from the standard all-rail rates between the 
same points on classes and commodities, and that such a basis 
of divisions is excessive and unreasonable in that it allows ex- 
cessive proportions to the lines west of St. Paul-Minneapolis, 
Minn., and inadequate proportions to the lines south of St. 
Paul-Minneapolis, Minn., including the line of the complainant 
between Dubuque and St. Paul-Minneapolis, Minn.” 

Unless defendants are ordered to join complainant in estab- 
lishing a just, reasonable and equitable basis of divisions of 
joint through rates, according to the complaint, complainant 
will be forced to accept divisions that are unjust, unreasonable 
and inequitable in violation of section 1 of the interstate com- 
merce act, and in direct contravention of the declared policy of 
Congress in section 500 of the transportation act. 


BARGE-RAIL ROUTES IN SOUTH 


The Savannah Sugar Refinery, in opposing establishment 
of joint barge-and-rail rates on sugar between New Orleans 
and Mobile to points in southeastern states, according to the 
brief for the complainants in No. 19480, The Inland Waterways 
Corporation et al. vs. Alabama Great Southern et al., acted on 
“purely selfish grounds.” 

“That the rate extension sought will be in the public inter- 
est, can not well be denied,” counsel said in the brief for com- 
plainants in referring to the request for joint rates and routes 
on traffic, including sugar, between the points indicated. “A 
great number of shippers appeared at the hearing in support 
of complainants’ case. Only one shipper, the Savannah Sugar 
Refinery, appeared in opposition. The opposition expressed by 
that shipper was based on purely selfish grounds, it appearing 
that if barge-and-rail rates on sugar be extended into Georgia and 
the Carolinas, the rate advantage of the Savannah Sugar Re- 
finery will be diminished although, generally speaking, the 
barge-and-rail rates on sugar from New Orleans will exceed 
by varying amounts the all-rail rates on sugar from Savannah. 
The position of this single sugar refiner was predicated on its 
selfish desire to restrain competition and perpetuate a virtual 
monopoly, at least as against New Orleans, which it has in 
the affected territory.” 

The brief set forth that officers of the barge line made a 
two-weeks’ trip through Georgia and the Carolinas which “dis- 
closed a very substantial amount of traffic which could and 
would move over a barge-and-rail route with consequent sav- 
ing in transportation cost to the consuming public.” 

Defendant rail lines, in their brief, asked dismissal of the 
complaint. They said the southern railroads had in the past 
joined the barge line in differential rates to “a far greater ex- 
tent than was justified.” But such rates, said they, did not 
result in the widespread fourth-section violations, unwarranted 
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relationships and other maladjustments that would result from 
the adjustment here sought, and that that adjustment could not 
be justified on all the facts of record. 

The rail lines said they understood that the Warrior River 
barge service was owned and operated by the government, not 
as a permanent governmental undertaking, but to test the possi- 
bilities of transportation by barge line between Birmingport, 
New Orleans and iritermediate points. Operation of the sery- 
ice, said they, was begun nine years ago with rates made dif- 
ferentially under the ail-rail rates, and “it would seem that at 
least some opportunity has been afforded in this period to test 
the possibilities of this water transportation at such differentia] 
rates.” 

“What has been the results of the operation?” asked the 
rail lines. “For the year ended June 30, 1920, the Warrior 
barge line operated at a deficit of $316,629; for the year ended 
December 31, 1921, at a deficit of $552,633.38; for the year 
ended December 31, 1922, at a deficit of $516,659.84; for the 
year ended December 31, 1923, at a deficit of $611,751.36; for 
the year ended December 31, 1924, at a deficit of $406,550.45; 
for the year ended December 31, 1925, at a deficit of $303,374.67; 
for the ended December 31, 1926, at a deficit of $299,899.61, and 
for the three months ended March 31, 1927, at a deficit of 
$75,030.28.” 

The rail lines said that, taking into account the expendi- 
tures made for improving the Black Warrior, Warrior and Tom 
Bigbee Rivers from 1893 to June 30, 1926, and the losses sus- 
tained by the government barge line, “on every ton of freight 
transported by water on these rivers since the improvements 
began in 1893 the cost to the government per ton has been 
$2.74.” They said it was stated in the annual report of the 
Inland Waterways Corporation for 1926 that “more business is 
now offering than these 45 barge movements will accommodate.” 

“We ask if the differential rates are not greater than they 
might reasonably be?” continued the rail lines. “What proof 
is found in this record to warrant the conclusion that barge 
line rates between New Orleans and Birmingham must be made 
20 per cent under the all-rail rates if the barge line is to move 
any traffic? What proof appears in former barge line cases? 
Certainly such a differential basis should not be spread to the 
interior territory here involved, because the barge line’s share 
of the joint hauls would be so short, compared with the total 
hauls, that interchange and other expenses would offset any 
possible lower cost of water transportation and thereby render 
the barge-and-rail routes uneconomical.” 


LAKE CARGO COAL RATES 


The Commission has announced hearings in I. and S. No. 
2967, lake cargo coal from Kentucky, Tennessee, Virginia and 
West Virginia to Lake Erie ports, and I. and S. No. 2975, coal 
from Pennsylvania mines to Cleveland, O., for transshipment 
beyond, and assigned Commissioners Campbell and McManamy 
and Examiners Koch and McGrath to hear the testimony. The 
first hearing is to be held in Washington, November 16, at the 
office of the Commission, beginning at 10 a.m. The next hear- 
ing is to be at the Hotel Nicollet, Minneapolis, Minn., on No- 
vember 29, beginning at the same hour of the day. 

Reductions are proposed by the southern carriers the sched- 
ules of which are suspended in the first mentioned proceeding. 
They propose to cut each rate 20 cents a ton, which is the 
amount the Commission ordered the lines serving the Pitts- 
burgh and Ohio fields to cut their rates. Thereby they would 
re-establish the relationship in rates on lake cargo coal that 
existed before the Commission ordered the northern lines to 
cut their rates. That order was obeyed in August. About the 
time the northern lines filed their schedules, the southern lines 
published the schedules which have been suspended. Thereby, 
on the face of the tariffs, the latter undertook to deprive the 
northern operators of the benefit the Commission sought to 
give them when it ordered a widening in the spread between 
the two sets of fields of production. 

In the case created by the schedules of the Buffalo, Roches- 
ter & Pittsburgh the Commission is dealing with proposed in- 
creases. AS summed up by the Commission that carrier pro- 
posed increases from mines on its rails and on the rails of the 
Reynoldsville and Falls Creek railroad, to Cleveland, on coal 
intended for transshipment. 

In announcing the hearing the Commission said that at the 
hearing on November 16 evidence would be received in I. and 
S. No. 2975 first and that that evidence would be followed by 
evidence in I. and S. No. 2967. 


REIMBURSEMENT OF DEFICITS 


Certificates have been issued to the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury by the Commission, under section 204 (g) of the transporta- 
tion act, showing the following amounts due the carriers named 
in reimbursement of deficits in the period of federal control: 
Newburgh & South Shore Railway Co., $235,641.40; Benwood & 
Wheeling Connecting Railway Co., $53,102.10; and Lake Ter- 
minal Railroad Co., $302,782.97. 
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LOW GRADE OIL RATES 


In a report on No. 14890, Haydite Company et al. vs. 
Atchison, Topeka & Santa Fe et al., and the cases joined with 
it, mimeographed, written by Commissioner McManamy, the 
Commission has found not unreasonable the rates on crude, 
fuel, and gas oils, from points in the midcontinent field in 
Kansas and Oklahoma to Kansas City, St. Joseph and other 
points in Missouri and has dismissed the complaints in which 
those rates were involved. That general finding of unreason- 
ableness is subject to the exception that the rates from Argen- 
tine, Kan., to Vale, Mo., assailed in No. 15968, Kansas City 
Brick Company vs. Santa Fe et al., were unreasonable to the 
extent they exceeded 11 cents prior to July 1, 1922, and 9.5 cents 
thereafter, and that the rate assailed in No. 16007, Harrison- 
ville Brick & Tile Company vs. Santa Fe et al., from Argentine 
and Kansas City, Kan., to Harrisonville, was unreasonable to 
the extent that it exceeded 11 cents. It said that the two com- 
plainants, Harrisonville Brick & Tile Company and the Kan- 
sas City Brick Company, were entitled to reparation. 

Commissioner McManamy, after reviewing what the Com- 
mission had said about rates on crude, fuel, and gas oils in 
relation to rates on the refined products, in Midcontinent Oil 
Rates, 36 I. C. C. 109, called by him the first Midcontinent case, 
and in Midcontinent Oil Rates, 1925, 112 I. C. C. 421, which 
he called the second Midcontinent case, said the question of 
rates for the future had been disposed of in that second case. 
These cases, he said, were held in abeyance while the second 
Midcontinent case was being tried. In the second Midcon- 
tinent case the Commission prescribed 80 per cent of the re- 
fined rates as the basis for crude, fuel, and gas oils. That 
basis disposed of the question of rates for the future, leaving, 
as Mr. McManamy said, only a question of reparation. The 
complainants, generally speaking, insisted that the rates on 
low grade oils were unreasonable because they were made 
without giving full effect to the finding, in the first Midconti- 
nent case, that the rates on low grade oils should be five 
cents less than those on refined oils. 

In disposing of this case the Commission said that the new 
basis prescribed in the second case would result in increases 
in some rates and reductions in others. Under the circum- 
stances it said it was of the opinion that no reparation should 
be awarded on shipments from group 2 and group 3 in Kansas 
and Oklahoma. The report also embraces the following cases: 


No. 15059, Harrisonville Brick & Tile Co. vs. Missouri Pacific et 
al.; No. 15615 Artesian Ice and Cold Storage Co. vs. Santa Fe et al.; 
No. 15615 (Sub. No. 1), St. Joseph Viscosity Oil Co. vs. Santa Fe et 
al.; No. 15615 (Sub. No. 2) M. K. Goetz Brewing Co. vs. Santa Fe et 
al.; No. 15615 (Sub. No. 3), St. Joseph Railway, Light, Heat & Power 
Co. vs. Santa Fe et al.; No. 15615 (Sub. No. 4), Coates Brick & Tile 
Co. vs. Santa Fe et al.; No. 15615 (Sub. No. 5), St. Joseph Water Co. 
vs. Santa Fe et al.; No. 15615 (Sub. No. 6), St. Joseph Gas Co. vs. 
Santa Fe et al.; No. 15968, Kansas City Brick Co. vs. Santa Fe et al.; 
No. 16007, Harrisonville Brick & Tile Co. vs. Santa Fe et al.; No. 
16008, Friderichsen Floor & Wall Tile Co. vs. Santa Fe et al.; No. 
16009, Blue Valley Ice & Storage Co. vs. Chicago, Rock Island & Pa- 
cific et al., and No. 16010, Seitz Packing Co. et al. vs. Santa Fe et al. 








TEAM TRACK CHARGE ON COAL 


A finding of undue prejudice and an order to remove it not 
later than December 20, have been made in No. 18012, Cincin- 
nati Coal Co. vs. Chesapeake & Ohio et al., mimeographed. The 
Commission, by division 2, has made the finding mentioned as 
to the practice of the defendants of adding a team track charge 
of $2.70 per car at Norwood and East Norwood, O., points on the 
Lebanon branch of the Pennsylvania within the switching limits 
of Cincinnati, O., on coal movements under joint rates from 
interstate points on defendants’ line while making no such 
charge on similar traffic delivered at other stations within the 
same district. The defendants were the Chesapeake & Ohio, 
the Pennsylvania, Louisville & Nashville and Norfolk & Western. 

The complainant contended the total charges paid by it 
were unreasonable and unduly prejudicial because, among other 
things, lower charges applied on like traffic when delivered to 
its competitors who maintained private traeks, or who used 
team tracks at other, and also more distant, stations within, as 
well as at a few stations beyond, the switching limits where the 
team track charge was not assessed. 

The Pennsylvania assessed the charge on certain ‘of the 
coal on which it had had only a switch movement. The other 
carriers said they did not feel it incumbent on them to absorb 
the Pennsylvania’s charge. The Commission treated the situa- 
tion as one in which the carriers were in disagreement about 
divisions. It said that no sound reason had been advanced why 
all stations within the Cincinnati switching district where the 
team tracks of the Pennsylvania were used should not be treated 
on the same basis. It did not indicate how the undue prejudice 


Decisions of Interstate Commerce Commission 
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should be removed. It denied reparation because no showing 
of specific damage had been made. 


GALVESTON DIFFERENTIAL CASE 


The Commission, in a supplemental report on No. 12798. 
Galveston Commercial Association vs. Galveston, Harrisburg & 
San Antonio et al., mimeographed, written by Commissioner 
Campbell, has temporarily waived the requirement in its report, 
on further hearing, 128 I. C. C. 349, that the new schedules filed 
in compliance with the findings therein should contain no rate 
applicable on import, export, or coastwise traffic which wlil 
exceed the corresponding reasonable maximum rate from and 
to the same points prescribed or approved in Consolidated 
Southwestern cases, 123 I. C. C. 203, plus the established 
wharfage and handling charges at the port. 

Commissioner Campbell said it had been found impracticable 
to observe the rates prescribed or approved in the Consolidated 
Southwestern Cases, on export, import, and coastwise traffic 
until the domestic rates were established on the same basis in 
instances in which the existing domestic rates were materially 
lower than the Southwestern rates. For example, he said, the 
present domestic rate on cotton-factory products from Texas 
producing points to New Orleans was 69 cents. That rate, he 
said, also applied on export traffic. If specific export rates the 
same as the Southwestern rates were established prior to a 
corresponding revision of the domestic rates, Mr. Campbell said 
such export rates would be higher than the domestic in amounts 
ranging from 54 to 66 cents. He said the carriers were appar- 
ently not in a position to establish the revised domestic rates 
prior to the effective date of the Consolidated Southwestern 
Cases, February 3. The carriers asked permission to comply 
with the orders in this case without observing the limitation 
and that such further revisions as were necessary be made 
effective concurrently with the revision of the domestic rates 
in the Consolidated Cases. 


CLIPPED TOP BEET RATES 


The Commissinn, by division 2, in No. 15959, Carfiel & Morris 
et al. vs. New York Central et al., opinion No. 12605, 129 I. C. C. 
658-68, has found unreasonable the rates on beets and cairots 
with clipped tons, in straight or mixed carloads, from points 
in the lower Rio Grande valley of Texas to destinations east of 
the Mississippi and north of the Ohio to the extent that the 
arbitraries for the haul east of the Mississippi River, in Official 
Classification territory, exceeded, exceed, or may exceed the 
contemporaneous rates on beets or carrots without tops. It 
found them not unduly prejudicial and awarded reparation on 
shipments delivered or tendered for delivery within two years 
prior to the filing of complaints by the complainants and inter- 
veners, in June, 1924. Revised rates are to be published not later 
than December 27. 

Beets with clipped tops, Commissioner Aitchison, author 
of the report, explained, were those the leaf stems of which 
were clipped off from three to six inches from the top. -The 
Rio Grande valley ships them in that condition while Louisiana 
and other truck sections east of the Mississippi ship those 
vegetables with tops in place. East of the Mississippi the car- 
riers have been adding arbitraries applicable on beets with tops 
to the shipments of beets with clipped tops. The complainants 
contended that that was contrary to their tariffs. Therefore, 
they alleged, the rates were in violation of sections 1, 2, 3 and 6. 
East of the Mississippi beets with tops are rated fourth class 
and without tops fifth class. The arbitraries east of the river, 
added to the rates to the river to make the through charges, 
vary according to the classification. In Beets and Carrots from 
Texas, 92 I. C. C. 141, respondents proposed to treat clipped top 
beets the same as beets with tops. The Commission found their 
proposal not justified. The alleged violation of section 6 was 
based, the report said, upon that situation. 

Refrigeration charges were also attacked in this complaint. 
The Commission found them not unreasonable, unjustly dis- 
criminatory or unduly prejudicial. 


SPORADIC SUGAR SHIPMENTS 


The Commission, on further consideration in No. 12076, 
Armour and Co. vs. Northern Pacific, Director-General, et al., 
mimeographed, on appeal from division 3, has found the basis 
of rates on sugar, from Seattle, Wash., to Chicago, Ill., Boston, 
Mass., and Landisville, N. J., provided by the railroads subse- 
quent to the original report and now in effect not unreasonable. 
The original report was made in 91 I. C. C. 75. 

Commissioner Campbell wrote a dissent. Commissioners 
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Aitchison and McManamy authorized him to note their agree- 
ment with him. 

Complainant alleged that the joint fifth class rates charged 
on nine carloads of sugar shipped from Seattle to the destina- 
tions mentioned in October and November, 1919, and May, 1920, 
and the rates on beet sugar from north Pacific coast points and, 
interior Washington beet sugar producing points to the same 
destinations were unreasonable. Reasonable rates for the future 
and reparation were requested. 

After the hearing but before the report rates satisfactory 
to the complainant were established from Yakima, Toppenish 
and Sunnyside, Wash., beet sugar producing points. Division 
3 dismissed the complaint, finding the rates assailed were not 
unreasonable. Complainant asked for reargument respecting 
reasonable rates for the future from Seattle. The Commission 
reopened the case for further consideration on the record as 
made. 

Joint fifth class rates of $2.19 to Chicago and $2.375 to 
Boston and Landisville were charged. Reparation was sought 
to the basis of commodity rates contemporaneously in effect 
from San Francisco and other California points, namely, 82 cents 
on a 60,000-pound minimum, or 70 cents on an 80,000-pound 
minimum, to Chicago, plus the fifth class rates beyond to Bos- 
ton and Landisville. The low rates from California, subejct to 
the general changes since then, were sought for the future. 
The outcome was approval of rates of $1.38 to Chicago and 
$1.975 to Boston and Landisville, which are the aggregates of 
intermediates, for the future as not exceeding “maximum rea- 
sonable rates.” Ms 

Lower rates from Seattle, the report indicates, would have 
been ordered were there sugar mills at Seattle. 

“Under substantially similar circumstances rates on sugar 
from Seattle to the destinations concerned should not exceed 
reasonable maximum rates from San Francisco, as stated in the 
original report,’ says this report on further consideration. 
“But there are no sugar mills at Seattle and the nine shipments 
here concerned are the only shipments known to have been 
made from that point to Chicago and destinations east thereof, 
whereas there are numerous mills at San Francisco and there 
is a considerable movement therefrom to Chicago and destina- 
tions east of Chicago, to which, as hereinbefore stated, the 
rates are depressed by severe competition.” 

Armour and Co., the Commission said, stated “that the pri- 
mary reasons for its request for reargument was that the deci- 
sion is a marked departure from the principles of rate making 


applied for many years, and a dangerous precedent for future 
cases,” 


Popularly speaking, the question was as to the “sporadic” 
shipment rule and its application. As to the contentions of 
Armour and Co., the Commission said: 


The gist of the petition is that undue and controlling influence 
was given by us to one transportation factor, namely, volume of 
movement, to the entire disregard of all other transportation inci- 
dents and factors. This petition is accompanied by an analysis of 
various decisions wherein we considered the lawfulness of rates on 
shipments relatively few in number, or of an irregular movement. In 
many of these decisions the shipments were referred to as sporadic. 
From these decisions complainant draws a rule or principle which, it 
states, has been controlling in the past but which was departed from 
in the original report. In substance, this rule is that light or irregular 
movement will not ordinarily justify the collection of a higher basis 
of rates than that which generally applies on the same or comparable 
traffic moving in the same direction in the same general territory. 
Of course, in the absence of undue prejudice or preference, such a rule 
or principle could not be applied where the rates offered in comparison 
ae pot pees maximum rates. No undue prejudice or preference 
s alleged. 


Commissioner Campbell pointed out that even under the 
lower rates from California points, on longer hauls the car earn- 
ings on a 60,000-pound minimum amounted to $546 on the 91-cent 
rate. On the average loading of the nine cars in question he 
pointed out the earnings on the 91-cent rate would be approxi- 
mately $699 to be compared with $502.80 per car on 23 repre- 
sentative commodities moving from California to eastern des- 
tinations shown in the original report. In winding up his dis- 
cussion, Mr. Campbell said: 


The majority points out that there are no refineries at Seattle 
and that the nine shipments under consideration are the only ones 
known to have moved from Seattle to Chicago and points east thereof. 
Can there be any more effective barrier against shipments from Seattle 


than the disparity of rates shown above? 


SHADE CLOTH RATE CASE 


The Commission, by division 3, in a report written by Com- 
missioner Brainerd, in No. 18516, Western Shade Cloth Com- 
pany vs. Altanta & West Point et al., mimeographed, has found 
unreasonable the rate on shade cloth, in carloads, from Chicago, 
Ill, to Atlanta, Ga., prescribed a new one effective not later 
than December 5, and awarded reparation. The complainant 
paid rates of $1.725 prior to April 15, 1925; $1.55 from April 15, 
1925, to October 12, 1925, and $1.405 after the last mentioned 
date. 

The finding is that the present rate is and for the future 
will be unreasonable to the extent it exceeds or will exceed 
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94 cents, minimum 40,000 pounds. The Commission further 
found that for the two-year period preceding November 22, 
1926, the rates were unreasonable to the extent they exceeded 
$1.21, 40,000 pound minimum, and awarded reparation to that 
basis. 


In a report on further hearing in No. 15595, Chevrolet Mo- 
tor Cempany of St. Louis et al. vs. Baltimore & Ohio and a 
sub-number thereunder, Same vs. Same, mimeographed, the 
Commission has awarded reparation on shipments of automo- 
bile bow sockets, carloads, made on and after June 10, 1923, 
from and to the points named in the original report, 109 I. C. C. 
184. The Commission, by division 3, in the original report, 
found the fourth class rating, in Official Classification territory, 
and the rates thereunder, unreasonable, and prescribed fifth 
class, leaving the question of reparation to be threshed out at 
another hearing, upon which this report is based. 


AUTOMATIC TRAIN CONTROL 


The Commission, by division 1, in No. 13413, Sub. Nos. 1, 2, 
mimeographed, after inspection and test has found the installa- 
tion of an automatic train control device by the Regan Safety 
Device Co. on the Iowa division of the Chicago, Rock Island & 
Pacific, to meet the requirements of its specifications and order 
and has approved the installation, subject to requirements in 
respect of apparatus and operations, which the carrier is 
expected promptly to comply. The total cost of the installation 
was reported to be $158,519.84. 


FRESH MEAT RATES 


On reconsideration in No. 15027, Peyton Packing Co. et al. 
vs. Arizona Eastern et al., mimeographed, on appeal from divi- 
sion 1, the Commission has found unreasonable interstate rates 
on fresh meats and packing-house products, in less than carloads 
or in peddler-car quantities, from El Paso, Tex., to points in 
Arizona, New Mexico, and Texas and awarded reparation. Divi- 
sion 1, in the original report, 100 I. C. C. 4, made no finding in 
respect of the reasonableness of the rates on L. C. L. and peddler- 
car quantities, although the report on reconsideration says the 
complaint specifically attacked them as being unreasonable as 
well as unduly prejudicial and asked for reparation. In later 
cases, Arizona Packing Co. vs. A. E., 81 I. C. C. 115, and Nucholls 
Packing Co. vs. Santa Fe, 113 I. C. C. 229, scales similar to 
those prescribed in the Peyton case were ordered and reparation 
was awarded. 

In this report the Commission found the rates to Arizona, 
New Mexico and Texas differential territory were, are and 
would be unreasonable to the extent they exceeded, exceed or 
might exceed the scale set forth in appendix 1 of the original 
report, and awarded reparation to that basis. Commissioner 
Hall dissented. : 


GRANITE FINDINGS MODIFIED 


The Commission, in No. 12556, J. F. Bloom & Co. vs. Direc- 
tor-General, as agent, et al., mimeographed, on appeal from 
division 1, the report of which is in 80 I. C. C. 283, has modified 
its findings and entered an order of dismissal. In the original 
report it found that the fifth class rates charged east of Chicago 
or the Mississippi River on shipments of dressed granite and 
granite monuments, in carloads, from Barre and South Ryegate, 
Vt., to Omaha, Neb., Douglas and Casper, Wyo., and that the 
through rate on one carload of hammered and chiseled granite 
from Mount Airy, N. C., to Lander, Wyo., were inapplicable. It now 
finds that the fifth class rates up to Chicago were applicable on the 
claims not barred by the statute of limitations for the reasons 
set forth in Crown Overall Mfg. Co. vs. Director-General, 100 
I. C. C. 471. Seventeen shipments were not barred and the 
finding under the Crown Overall case is applied to them. As to 
the other shipments, made prior to federal control, the Com- 
mission held that they were barred for the reasons to be found 
in William Danzer Co. vs. Gulf & Ship Island, 268 U. S. 633. 
In that case the court held that section 206 (f) of the trans- 
portation act, 1920, providing for the elimination of the federal 
control period in the computation of periods of limitation in 
claims for reparation could not be construed retroactively to 
create liability. ‘ 

One shipment, forwarded November 2, 1918, from South 
Ryegate to Omaha, the Commission found, moved on a declared 
value not in excess of $2.25, and was overcharged. It said the 
overcharge should be refunded promptly. 


EAST ST. LOUIS LUMBER TRANSIT 


The Commission, by division 3, in I. and S. No. 2922, transit 
privileges on lumber at East St. Louis, Galesburg, Granite City, 
Madison and Metropolis, Ill, mimeographed, has found not 
justified the proposed withdrawal of transit arrangements at 
East St. Louis and the other Illinois points mentioned on lumber 
from points of origin on the New Orleans Great Northern, 
ordered the suspended schedules canceled and discontinued the 
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proceedings. The schedules were suspended upon protest of 
the Midland Creosoting Company of Toledo, O. At the hearing 
other lumber preserving companies appeared in support of the 
rotest. 

4 The New Orleans Great Northern undertook to justify the 
withdrawal proposed in tariffs of the Burlington, the latter the 
publishing line, on the ground that the privilege of stopping 
a car of lumber originating on its line, at a charge of $1.80, 
was granted without its knowledge or consent. It asked the 
Burlington to amend the tariffs to provide for non-application 
of transit on lumber originating on or moving over its line. The 
Commission said that, so far as the record showed, the New 
Orleans Great Northern was not a party to the arrangements 
in any way. It further said that this case appeared to be iden- 
tical with the principle in Transit Arrangements on Lumber, 129 
I. C. C. 518, in which the statement was made that connecting 
lines could not dictate to roads serving the transit point the 
manner in which joint rates through such a point should 
applied in conjunction with the transit arrangements so long 
as they were not deprived of their long haul. 


RAG AND WASTE PAPER REPARATION 

The Commission, on rehearing, in No. 12550, Barrett Co. vs. 
Director-General, Pennsylvania, et al., mimeographed, in a re- 
port written by Commissioner Campbell, has affirmed the basis 
for reparation on shipments of rags and waste paper found in 
the original report, 88 I. C. C. 535. It has found that the joint 
rates, on the commodities mentioned, in carloads, from inter- 
state points to Kingston, Pa., composed of rates to Latrobe, 
Pa., plus specified arbitraries, to have been applicable on ship- 
ments made between March 26, 1920, and June 15, 1921. A sec- 
ond report was made in 96 I. C. C. 226. In both reports the 
complainant was told to comply with rule V by making repara- 
tion statements. The Commission, in disposing of this case on 
this rehearing, said that the complainant and the defendant 
would now be expected to agree upon a rule V statement certi- 
fying the amount of reparation due. 


RATES ON NITRATE OF SODA 


In a supplemental report, written by Commissioner Lewis, 
in No. 16411, Egyptian Powder Company vs. Illinois Central et 
al., mimeographed, the Commission, by division 1, has modified 
the findings in the original report (126 I. C. C. 293) so as to 
confine the rates on nitrate of soda and allied commodities, from 
New Orleans and Gulf ports to destinations on and north of 
the Ohio, to lines east of the Mississippi River. Lines west of 
the river pointed out that higher rates than those prescribed in 
the instant case had been prescribed in New Orleans Joint 
Traffic Bureau vs. A. & V. (89 I. C. C. 223) to Arkansas points 
on both import and domestic traffic. The complainants in this 
and the four cases joined with it did not object to limiting the 
rates prescribed in this case to the lines east of the Mississippi. 


RATES ON MACARONI PRODUCTS 


The Commission, on further argument in No. 12494, Skin- 
ner Manufacturing Company vs. Director General, Burlington, 
et al., mimeographed, has affirmed its finding, made by division 
2-in the original report (81 I. C. C. 108), that rates on macaroni 
products, from Omaha to Southwestern Territory, are unreason- 
able, but has modified the basis of rates to be established so 
as to prescribe the fifth class rates ordained in consolidated 
southwestern cases (123 I. C. C. 203). They are to be made 
effective February 3 by order in the consolidated cases. The 
order in this case in the original report prescribed 75 per cent 
of the present fifth class rates. The fifth class rates prescribed 
in the consolidated cases, the report said, averaged about 80 
per cent of the present fifth class rates. Reparation is to be 
awarded to that basis. 

Rates on macaroni products from Omaha, Chicago, Lib- 
ertyville, and Joliet, Ill. Milwaukee, Wis., Cleveland, O., and 
Battle Creek, Mich., to various destinations were found not 
unreasonable except as they applied from those points to desti- 
nations in the Southwest. Rates to such places were found 
unreasonable and reparation was awarded. 

The Commission refused to accept the rates on grain prod- 
ucts and cereal food preparations as a measure for reasonable 
rates on macaroni products; hence, it found there was no 
undue prejudice in the rates. Nos. 15590, Skinner Manufac- 
turing Company vs. A. & V. et al., and 15866, Same vs. Arizona 
Eastern, were dismissed. The complaints covered destinations 
to 35 states. 


STOCK DIVIDEND AUTHORIZED 


In finance No. 6347, the Commission, by division 4, has 
authorized the Lake Superior & Ishpeming Railroad Company to 
issue $2,856,000 of capital stock, consisting of 28,560 shares of 
the par value of $100 each, and to cistribute it as a dividend 
of 200 per cent on the outstanding capital stock. Commissioner 
Eastman dissented. The applicant, said the report, was pri- 
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marily an ore-carrying road, operating approximately 161 miles 
of railroad on the Lake Superior shore of Michigan. It said 
it was controlled, through ownership of 75.2 per. cent of its 
capital stock, by the Cleveland-Cliffs Iron Company, from whose 
mines was obtained the greater portion of the tonnage trans- 
ported. The company has no funded debt. The capitalization 
is represented by $1,428,000 of capital stock, which, with the 
proposed issue of $2,856,000 of stock, would make the capital- 
ization $4,284,000, leaving an excess of capitalizable assets over 
capitalization of $227,391.87, according to the report. A profit 
and loss credit balance of $3,223,137.40 was shown. After debit- 
ing the amount of the proposed dividend, said the report, there 
would remain a surplus of $367,137.40. It was stated that the 
surplus, a part of which it was desired to capitalize, represented 
an accumulation of the earnings of the applicant and its prede- 
cessors for a long period of years. Continuing, the report said: 


These earnings were used in the improvement of the railroad 
and its terminal facilities, including a first-class reinforced con- 
crete ore dock at Marquette, Mich., and in the purchase of rolling 
stock and equipment with particular reference to the transporta- 
tion of iron ore and forest products. It is also stated that no 
dividends were paid for the 28-year period extending from 1806 
to 1923. Since the consolidation in 1923, dividends have been 
paid at the rate of 5, 22%, 20, and 50 per cent in the years 1923, 
1924, 1925, and 1926, respectively, a total of $1,370,900, or an annual 
average for the period of 342,725. The applicant claims that 
these dividend rates give an erroneous impression of their rea- 
sonableness and for that reasom seeks authority to have its cap- 
italiation more nearly reflect its investment. 

he annual reports to the Commission show that the 
plicant’s average annual net income for the period 1924 to 1926 
was $532,873. The net income for the year ending December 31, 
1926, is shown as 743,881, the operating ratio for that year being 
given as 58.62 per cent. 


COMMISSION ORDERS 


No. 17453, Fisher Supply Co. vs. Alabama & Vicksburg et al. 
Defendants’ petition for reconsideration and vacation of findings 
awarding reparation denied. 

No. 18893, Blake-McFall Co. et al. vs. Chicago & North 
Western et al., No. 19253 (and Sub. 1), the Bismarck Tribune 
Co. vs. Big Fork & International Falls et al., No. 19254, Game 
& Son, Inc., et al. vs. Butte, Anaconda & Pacific et al., and 
No. 19426, Clayton & Murnan et al. vs. Oregon Short Line et al., 
have been dismissed upon complainants’ request. 

No. 17324, Texas Sugar Refining Co. vs. A. G. S. et al., No. 
18353, Findlay Electric Porcelain Co. vs. Baltimore & Ohio et al., 
No. 19471, Crown Willamette Paper Co. vs. Chesapeake & Ohio 
et al., No. 19568, Gamble-Robinson Co. vs. Northern Pacific, No. 
19655, the Wahl Refractory Products Co. vs. Chicago & Alton 
et al., No. 19678, Federal Match Corp. vs. Grand Trunk Western 
et al., No. 19705, Southeastern Sand & Gravel Co. vs. Atlantic 
Coast Line, No. 19721, Empire Floor & Wall Tile Co., Inc., vs. 
Baltimore & Ohio et al., No. 19736, the Cudahy Packing Co. 
vs. Oregon Shore Line et al., No. 19906, Woodbridge Ceramic 
Corporation vs. Reading Co., No. 19947, Jacob E. Decker and 
Sons vs. Union Pacific et al., and No. 19950, Texas Pecan Shell- 
ing Co., Inc., vs. Eastern Steamship Lines, Inc., et al., have 
been dismissed upon complainant’s request. 


No. 17993, Chase & Co. vs. Charlotte Harbor & Northern 
et al., No. 19317, Chas. F. Hause Manufacturing Co., Inc., et al. 
vs. Chicago & North Western et-al., and No. 19407, Grand Rapids 
Body Co. vs. Reading Co. et al., have been dismissed, same 
having been satisfied. 

No. 17771, Bunker Hill & Sullivan Mining & Concentrating 
Co. vs. Northern Pacific et al. Complainants’ petition for re- 
hearing denied. 


No. 17791, Union Gas & Electric Co. vs. Chesapeake & Ohio. 
Complainant’s petition for reopening and consideration by the 
entire Commission on record as made, denied. 

No. 15219, Montgomery Cotton Exchange vs. Seaboard Air 
Line Railway et al. Complainant’s motion to strike defendant’s 
brief on rehearing from files and to exclude consideration thereto, 
denied. 

No. 15026, Oklahoma Millers’ League vs. Alabama & Mis- 
sissippi et al. Petitions filed by Southwestern lines and Board 
of Trade of Kansas City, Mo., for indefinite postponement of 
order and for reopening have been denied. 

No. 18335, White Eagle Oil & Refining Co. et al. vs. Chi- 
cago, Burlington & Quincy et al. Petition of Burlington, for 
rehearing and/or reargument and/or reconsideration upon pres- 
ent record, denied. 

No. 16997, Boren-Stewart Co. vs. Gulf, Colorado & Santa Fe 
et al. Defendants’ petition for reopening, rehearing and reargu- 
ment, denied. 

No. 18100 (and Sub. Nos. 1 and 2), E. W. Jackson vs. Michi- 
gan Central et al. Defendants’ petition for reargument denied. 

No. 16230, Ogden Grain Exchange vs. Arizona Eastern et al. 
Effective date of order entered herein on May 10, 1927, and of 
supplemental order entered herein on June 15, 1927, further 
extended to November 15, 1927. 

No. 16978, West Texas Chamber of Commerce et al. vs. 
Houston & Texas Central et al. Order entered herein on August 
5, 1927, which was by its terms made effective December 5, 
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1927, modified so that it will become effective on February 3, 
1928. 

The West Virginia Pulp & Paper Co. has been permitted to 
intervene in No. 19852, Castanea Paper Co. vs. Algoma Central 
& Hudson Bay et al. 

The Norfolk-Portsmouth Freight Traffic Commission has 
been authorized to intervene in No. 19995, Newport News Ship- 
building and Dry Dock Co. vs. Baltimore & Ohio et al. e 

The Commission has denied the petition for rehearing filed 
by the Denver Union Terminal Railway Company in its valuation 
No. 822. 

The Commission has further modified its order in No. 15252 
and related cases, Mayfield Chamber of Commerce et al. vs. 
Ahnapee & Western et al., by extending the effective date thereof 
from January 1 to May 1, 1928. 

The Commission has reopened its proceeding in No. 15198, 
Powers-Begg & Co. vs. Wabash, for further hearing under the 
shortened procedure, solely with respect to the reasonableness 
of the applicable rate on fresh meats in mixed carloads with 
packing-house products in the period from August to November, 
1920. 

The defendants’ motions for reconsideration, rehearing and 
reargument and for withdrawal of the Commission’s findings 
awarding reparation in No. 14936 and related cases, Iola Cement 
Mills Traffic Association et al. v8. Arkansas Western et al., have 
been denied. 

The Southern Minnesota Mills and Public Affairs Commit- 
tee, representing the city of Superior, Wis., have been permitted 
to intervene in finance No. 6409, in the matter of the joint 
application of the Great Northern Pacific and Spokane, Portland 
and Seattle for authority to the first-named company to acquire 
control by lease and to operate the railroad of the latter com- 
pany; to issue capital stock and to assume certain liabilities, 
and finance No. 6410, in the matter of the application of the 
Great Northern Pacific, Northern Pacific and Great Northern 
for authority to the first-named company to acquire control of 
the other two companies by purchase of capital stock and to 
lease their railroads. 

No. 19830, Joyce-Pruit Co. vs. Santa Fe et al. Board of City 
Development of the City of Amarillo, Tex., permitted to intervene. 

No. 19853, Artesia Alfalfa Growers’ Assn. et al. vs. Santa 
Fe et al. Board of City Development of the City of Amarillo, 
Tex., permitted to intervene. 

No. 20074, Clovis Mill and Elevator Co. et al. vs. Abilene & 
Southern et al. Texas Wheat Growers’ Assn. permitted to 
intervene. 

No. 13413, in the matter of automatic train control devices. 
That portion of petition filed October 8, 1927, by the Erie respect- 
ing operation of pusher engines on both sides of Susquehanna 
Hill, Deposit, N. Y., to Susquehanna, Pa., denied, but part for 
modification as to it of the Commission’s orders of June 13, 1922, 
and January 14, 1924, so as to permit it to operate certain branch- 
line trains, revenue motor cars and switch and pusher locomo- 
tives over portions of its main line tracks in train-control ter- 
ritory without such locomotive engines and motor cars being 
equipped with automatic train control, granted. 

The Indianapolis Chamber of Commerce, the National Dry 
Kiln Co. and Standard Dry Kiln Co. of Indianapolis, Ind., have 
been permitted to intervene in No. 19790, Jacksonville Traffic 
Bureau, Inc., et al. vs. Texas & Pacific et al. 

No. 18561, Mitchell Chamber of Commerce vs. Milwaukee 
et al. Petition of Milwaukee for reconsideration denied. 

No. 19914, Huey & Philp Hardware Co. et al. vs. Alabama 
& Vicksburg et al. National Hardware and Stove Co. of Paris, 
Tex., permitted to intervene therein. 

No. 19694, Sub. 1, Harrisville Paper Corp. vs. Santa Fe et al. 
Escanaba Paper Co., the Fort William Paper Co., the Manitoba 
‘Paper Co., Ltd., the Spanish River Pulp & Paper Mills, Ltd., and 
the G. H. Mead Ce. permitted to intervene therein. 


SUSPENDED TARIFFS 


In I. and S. No. 2994, the Commission has suspended from 
October 20 until May 20, schedules as published in supplement 
No. 32 to Jones’ I. C. C. No. 1460. The suspended schedules pro- 
poses to eliminate the Chicago, Springfield & St. Louis Rail- 
way Company as a participant in the through class rates from 
points on the Illinois Terminal Company to points in Central 
Freight Association territory, resulting in the use of higher 
combination rates. The following is illustrative: 


Petroleum and its products, carloads, rates in cents per 100 
pounds, from Wood River, Ill., to Detroit, Mich., present rate 35; 
combination on Chicago rate 42.5. 


FINANCE APPLICATIONS 


Finance No. 6564. The Western Pacific asks authority to con- 
struct branch line 6,200 feet long in the city of Wells, Nev., to form 
a connection with the Oregon Short Line. 

Finance No. 6566. St. Louis Southwestern asks authority nominally 
to issue $1,285,000 of first terminal and unifying mortgage gold bonds 
partially to reimburse applicant for expenditures for improvements, ad- 
ditions and permanent betterments. 

Finance No. 6567. Illinois Central and Mississippi Valley Company 
ask authority to abandon approximately 20 miles of branch line ex- 
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tending from a point near Brookhaven to Monticello, Miss. The line 
was originally constructed to serve extensive saw mill operations that 
have ‘“‘long since ceased.’’ The territory traversed by the line is served 
by other lines and the public will suffer no inconvenience from aband- 
onment, while continued operation imposes substantial losses on appli- 
cants, according to the application. 

Finance No. 6568. The Delaware, Lackwanna & Western asks 
authority to assume obligation as guarantor in respect of $9,871,000 of 
Morris & Essex first refunding gold mortgage 3% per cent bonds and 
to sell the bonds at not less than 83% per cent of par, to replenish, 
pro tanto, the treasury of the applicant for capital expenditures made 
on its own and leased lines. 

Finance No. 5105. Sactamento Northern Railway asks that order 
in this proceeding be amended so that construction of the line au- 
thorized therein, extending from Lisbon to a point 13 miles distant 
therefrom, in California, may be begun by May 1, 1928, and completed 
by May 1, 1929. 





UNCONTESTED FINANCE CASES 


~ Finance No. 2853. Great Northern authorized to issue $20,000,000 

of general mortgage 4% per cent gold bonds, series E, to be drawn 
down in lieu of a like amount of 4% per cent bonds, series D, here- 
tofore authorized, and to be sold at not less than 97 per cent of par 
and accrued interest, the proceeds to be used to reimburse applicant's 
treasury. 

Finance No. 6494. The Atlantic Coast Line Co. authorized to 
issue $2,940,000 of capital stock, consisting of 58,800 shares of stock of 
the par vaiue of $50 a share, said stock to be sold at not less than par 
and the proceeds used for the applicant’s lawful corporate purposes. 

Finance No. 6406. Missouri Pacific authorized to acquire and op- 
erate in interstate commerce lines of railroad in Williamson county, 
Ill., extending from Marion through Energy to Hafer, a distance of 
approximately 8 miles; a branch line from Energy to the south corpo- 
rate limits of Herrin, 1.47 miles, and a switching or spur track in the 
town of Herrin, less than a mile in length. Conditions prescribed. 

Finance No. 6162. Gainesville Midland authorized to operate in 
interstate commerce, under trackage rights, over the lines of the Sea- 
board Air Line and Athens Terminal Co. in Clark county, Ga. 

Finance No. 6506. Bell Telephone Company of Pennsylvania auth- 
orized to acquire properties of the Summerville Telephone Co. 

Finance No. 6439. Tennessee Central authorized to issue and 
sell $410,000 of 6 per cent bonds at not less than 96% per cent of par 
to reimburse its treasury for expenditures for additions and better- 
ments. 





PETITIONS FOR REHEARING, ETC. 


The defendants in No. 18015, Metal Package Corporation 
of New York vs. Baltimore & Ohio et al., have petitioned the 
Commission for modification of report of July 9, 1927. 

The defendants in No. 16978, West Texas Chamber of Com- 
merce et al. vs. H. & T. C. et al., have petioned the Commission 
for postponement of effective date of orders therein, until a 
date concurrent with the effective date of its orders in Con- 
solidated Southwestern Cases, No. 13535, and related cases. 

No. 17593, National Pole Co. vs. Great Northern et al. Com- 
plainant asks for reargument. 

The defendants in No. 17558, Farley & Loetscher Manufac- 
turing Co. et al. vs. Akron, Canton & Youngstown et al., have 
filed petition for rehearing and reconsideration: 

In No. 16461, Arkansas Jobbers’ and Manufacturers’ Assn. 
vs. Rock Island et al., defendants ask vacation of order and 
consolidation with No. 18509, Chamber of Commerce of El Do- 
rado, Ark., et al. vs. Arkansas Railroad et al. 

In No. 16558, Leggett & Platt Spring Bed and Manufacturing 
Co. et al. vs. Santa Fe et al., defendants ask postponement of 
effective date of the order entered therein to February 3, 1928. 


AGAINST ALCOHOL RATE CUT 


Counsel for carriers in Illinois Freight Association and 
Western Trunk Line territories, in a brief on further hearing 
in No. 17329, The American Distilling Company vs. Akron, Can- 
ton & Youngstown et al., oppose reduction in rates on alcohol, 
both denatured and other than denatured, and on wood alcohol, 
from Pekin, Ill., to various points in the United States and 
Canada, including Western Trunk Line and Illinois Freight 
Association territories. 

Alcohol is able to pay the present rates, according to the 
brief in which is set forth the carriers’ position that their finan- 
cial condition is such that they must have more revenue “if 
they are to render efficient service to the public and pay 
enough return to their investors to attract new capital, and 
that some of them must have more revenue if they are to exist 
at all.” Continuing, counsel say: 

The recent coal strike has not improved the condition of the Illi- 
nois lines, and the Hoch-Smith resolution has handicapped all of these 
defendants in obtaining the full measure of the relief that they should 
have. The western district is the weak spot in the whole rate struc- 
ture of the country and the carriers in that district must have more 
revenue if the chief purpose of Congress in enacting the transportation 
act, that of establishing a strong national transportation system, is to 
be carried out. In these circumstances we earnestly submit that this 
Commission should carefully refrain from entring an order in this 
case that may result in the reduction of the present rates on a com- 


modity which is so amply able to bear an adequate transportation 
charge as alcohol. 


G. N.-N. P. UNIFICATION 


The Commission has authorized the state of Iowa, the Board 
of Railroad Commissioners of Iowa, B. M. Richardson, member 
of the Iowa commission; the Waterville Railway Co., and the 
Montana state commission to intervene in finance No. 6410, 
the proceeding involving proposed unification of the Great North- 
ern and Northern Pacific systems. 
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HAGERSTOWN COAL CASE 


In a report on further hearing, in No. 12726, Hagerstown 
Chamber of Commerce vs. Western Maryland et al., No. 15345, 
Tidewater Portland Cement Company et al. vs. Cumberland & 
Pennsylvania et al., and No. 15354, Waynesboro Chamber of 
Commerce et al. vs. Western Maryland et al., Examiner C. W. 
Berry said the Commission should affirm the original report in 
74 1. C. C. 741, finding rates on bituminous coal, from the Pitts- 
burg-Youghiogheny, West Virginia, Meyersdale and Cumberland- 
Piedmont regions to Hagerstown and Security, Md., unreason- 
able and unduly prejudicial, prescribing new ones and denying 
reparation; modify the original report in 102 I. C. C. 391, by 
finding the rates on like traffic from the Pittsburgh-Youghio- 
gheny, West Virginia, Meyersdale, and Cumberland-Piedmont 
regions to Union Bridge, Md., unreasonable and unduly preju- 
dicial; and find the rates from the last mentioned group of 
regions to Waynsboro, Pa., unreasonable and unduly preju- 
dicial. 

The title complaint was reopened at the request of the 
carriers. The Commission reopened the other two cases on its 
own motion. At the further hearing the Pennsyvania was dis- 
missed as a defendant in the case brought by the Tidewater 
company but that carrier intervened in each of the three com- 
paints. 

The rates attacked are from the base groups to the east. 
The same rate applies from all the groups or districts, as they 
are interchangeably called by the examiner, to Baltimore, Phil- 
adelphia, Bethlehem, Pa., Wilmington, Del., Jersey City and 
Camden, N. J. Neither the main groupings nor the differentials, 
Berry said, were attacked. The question was as to the level of 
the rates. In the course of the hearing comparisons were made 
with the rates prescribed in Holmes & Hallowell vs. G. N., 69 
I. C. C. 11; with the rates prescribed in Bituminous Coal to 
C. F. A. territory, 46 I. C. C. 66, and a dozen or, similar cases. 
Even the latest lake cargo coal case, 126 I. C. 309, and 
Anthracite Coal Investigation, 101 I. C. C. 363, were brought 
into the discussion. 

Destination groupings, however, were attacked. The de- 
fendants contended the recognition of competition such as had 
been shown in these cases as sufficient grounds for an eualiza- 
tion of rates to Martinsburg, W. Va., Hagerstown, Md., Harris- 
burg and Waynesboro, Pa., and Union Bridge, Md., would oblit- 
erate the destination group adjustment and result in distance 
rates on the so-called postage stamp basis. The examiner said 
that the probability that that contention was correct was 
shown by conditions existing in the territory affected by, and 
the history of the instant cases and the promise, made in the 
course of the case, that if complainants were successful a com- 
plaint would be filed on behalf of Chambersburg, Pa., interests. 
He said the destination grouping had grown up through a 
long period of years and that although competition between 
consumers had had some influence the force of competition be- 
tween carriers was the controlling: consideration. The defend- 
ants and the intervening Pennsylvania contended that if the 
destination grouping involved should be disturbed changes would 
threaten the whole destination adjustment. They also empha- 
sized, said the examiner, the effect any changes might have on 
the general group adjustment and the revenues to which they 
were entitled. The examiner said the entire disruption of the 
grouping of consuming destinations could not fail to lead to a 
widespread confusion in coal rates. Such a disruption was not 
contemplated, he said, by the findings proposed and there was 
no apparent reason why they should have such an effect. The 
findings proposed by him are: 


_.. The Commission should affirm its former finding in 74 I. C. C. 
‘41 and find that the rates on bituminous coal, in carloads, from the 
Pittsburgh-Youghiogheny, West Virginia, Meyersdale and Cumber- 
land-Piedmont coal regions were unreasonable and unduly prejudicial 
to the extent that over the Baltimore & Ohio and Western Maryland 
via Cherry Run, W. Va., and over the Western Maryland direct they 
exceeded the rates contemporaneously maintained over those lines 
from the points of origin to Martinsburg, W. Va., and Harrisburg, 
Pa., and that for the future they will be unreasonable and unduly 
prejudicial to the extent that over the same routes they exceed $2.58 
per gross ton from the Pittsburgh-Youghiogheny, and West Virginia 
coal regions and $2.33 per gross ton from the Meyersdale and Cum- 
berland-Piedmont regions to Hagerstown. It should modify its find- 
ing in 102 I, C. C. 391 and find that the rates assailed on bituminous 
coal, in carloads, from the Pittsburgh-Youghiogheny, West Virginia, 
Meyersdale and Cumberland-Piedmont coal regions to Union Bridge, 
were, are and for the future will be unreasonable and unduly preju- 
dicial to Union Bridge to the extent that over the Baltimore & Ohio 
and Western Maryland via Cherry Run, and over the Western Mary- 
land direct, they exceeded, exceed or may exceed $2.84 per long ton 
from the Pittsburgh-Youghiogheny and West Virginia coal regions 
and $2.59 from the Cumberland-Piedmont and Meyersdale coal regions. 

The Commission should further find that the rates from the same 
districts to Waynesboro were, are, and for the future will be un- 
reasonable and unduly prejudicial to the extent they exceed the rates 
herein found reasonable to Union Bridge. 


Proposed Reports in I. C. C. Cases 
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As both increases and reductions are ordered no reparation should 
be awarded. 


N. W. PACIFIC COAL RATES 


Attorney-Examiner Alfred G. Hagerty has advised the Com- 
mission to dismiss No. 19177, A. M. Costa et al. vs. Atchison, 
Topeka & Santa Fe et al., on a finding that the rates on coal, 
hard and soft, from producing points in Utah, Wyoming, Colo- 
rado and New Mexico to destinations in Califonira on the 
Northwestern Pacific, north of San Francisco, are not unreason- 
able. The Northwestern Pacific is owned jointly by the Santa 
Fe and the Southern Pacific. 

The desire of the complainants was to have the Commis- 
sion order the carriers to give the territory on that branch line 
rates no higher than the blanketed rates to San Francisco and 
the territory around that city. The complainants contended 
that the San Francisco rates were blanketed for distances in 
excess of the distances from the mining points to the destina- 
tions on the branch line. In substance and effect, Hagerty 
said, the complainants asserted that if the rates to San Fran- 
cisco were reasonable, the rates assailed were unreasonably 
high, being 75 cents higher than to San Francisco, using the 
rates from the Castle Gate, Rock Springs and Gallup mine 
groups as illustrative. 

Hagerty found that the rates to San Francisco were reduced 
by railroads to meet competitive conditions not found on the 
branch line. Competition of foreign coal, gas and oil, he 
pointed out, forced the railroads to cut the rates on coal to 
the San Francisco area. No such influences he found operated 
on the Northwestern Pacific. He said there was no justification 
in the evidence submitted by the complainants for finding that 
the rates assailed were or are unreasonable per se. The com- 
plaint alleged the rates were unreasonable. 


RATES ON COTTON 


Examiner Thurston B. Johnston has recommended dismissal 
in No. 18761, Galveston Cotton Exchange & Board of Trade 
et al. vs. Alabama & Vicksburg et al., embracing also No. 19599, 
Alexander Eccles & Co. vs. Mobile & Ohio et al., and a sub- 
numer thereunder, Same vs. Illinois Central et al. He said 
the Commission should find that the applicable rates assailed 
were not and are not unreasonable. In No. 18761, it was alleged 
that rates charged on cotton in bales, any quantity, carriers’ 
privilege of compression, from points in Mississippi, Alabama, 
Tennessee and Louisiana east of the Mississippi River, to Gal- 
veston, Tex., were and are unreasonable and inapplicable. Rep- 
aration and through rates for the future were sought. In the 
other complaints it was alleged that the rates from Tupelo and 
Grenada, Miss., to Galveston were unreasonable. Reparation 
was asked. The examiner said the applicable combination rates 
were based on New Orleans. He said charges were collected 
on the full combination factors to and from New Orleans. He 
said overcharges were outstanding on such shipments as were 
subject to charges arrived at without the use of the formula 
in Agent Jones’ I. C. C. U. S. 1, and that such overcharges 
should be refunded promptly with interest. The examiner said 
the Dallas Cotton Exchange, intervener, asked reparation on 
behalf of its members. He said the record was not sufficient on 
which to base a finding of reparation, but that if any of inter- 
veners’ members (New Orleans Joint Traffic Bureau intervened) 
made shipments within the statutory period and paid or bore 
charges in excess of those found applicable, and defendants 
refused to make refund, a complaint might be filed with the 
Commission. 


RATES ON STORED APPLES, ETC. 


Examiner Harry C. Barron, in No. 19777, United States Cold 
Storage Co. vs. Atchison, Topeka & Santa Fe et al., said the 
Commission should find the rates charged on apples, grapes, 
and pears, in carloads, shipped in October and November, 1924, 
from California, Washington and Oregon points, stored in transit 
at Kansas City, Mo., and forwarded to various destinations, 
were unreasonable and award reparation. Combinations to and 
from Kansas City were assessed. The carriers were not repre- 
sented at the hearing. They asked, on the Commission’s special 
docket, for permission to reimburse the complainant in the 
amount sought in this case. The Commission refused to con- 
sider the matter on the special docket. 

Combinations were assessed because the complainant did 
not, as required by the storage in transit rule, record the freight 
bills for the shipments on which storage in transit was desired, 
within the 10-day limit prescribed by the rule. 

Barron said that prior to October 15, 1924, the Western 














































Weighing and Inspection Bureau’s inspector audited the com- 
plainant’s freight bills at the complainant’s plant. Therefore, 
he said, it was not necessary for the complainant to take the 
bills to the carrier for recording. On that day, without notice, 
that practice was discontinued. The discontinuance was at 
the peak of the shipping season and the bills were not recorded 
within the ten-day period, thereby depriving the complainant of 
the benefit of the through rates, plus the’ usual transit charge. 
The carriers felt that, in the circumstances, they should protect 
the through rate, plus transit charge, basis. Barron said the 
Commission should find the combination rates assessed as a 
result of the rule unreasonable and award reparation. 


RATES ON CABBAGE, ETC. 


Attorney-Examiner George M. Curtis has recommended dis- 
missal in No. 19149, Providence Fruit & Produce Exchange et al. 
vs. New York, New Haven & Hartford et al., and a sub-number, 
Same vs. Same, on a finding that any-quantity per package 
commodity rates charged on cabbage, kale, spinach and beans, 
shipped in straight or mixed carloads from Norfolk, Va., to 
Providence, R. I., prior to September 25, 1926, were not unrea- 
sonable or otherwise unlawful. He said the Commission should 
further find that class rates were applicable on shipments of 
beets, carrots and cucumbers, on which applicable commodity 
rates were charged. 


RATE ON TIN ORE 


Dismissal has been recommended by Examiner E. H. Ker- 
win in No. 19225, Federated Metals Corporation vs. Pennsylvania, 
on a finding that the fifth class rate of 34 cents charged on tin 
ore from New York Harbor, N. Y., to Pittsburgh, Pa., was not 
and is not unreasonable or otherwise unlawful. 


RATE ON LUBRICATING OIL 


Examiner Richard Yardley has recommended dismissal of 
No. 19288, Hutchinson Oil Co. vs. Santa Fe et al., on a finding 
that a rate of 42 cents on lubricating oil, carloads, from Galena, 
Tex., to Hutchinson, Kan., was not unreasonable. The rate has 
been reduced to 34 cents. 


RATE ON STEEL BILLETS 


Attorney-Examiner William A. Disque has recommended dis- 
missal in No. 19415, Globe Malleable Iron and Steel Co. vs. 
Baltimore & Ohio et al., on a finding the record failed to estab- 
lish that the assailed rate of $5 per long ton on steel billets 
from Massillon, O., to Syracuse, N. Y., “was, is, or for the future 
will be unreasonable, unjustly discriminatory, unduly prejudicial 
or unduly preferential.” 


DENIES REPARATION ON MEATS, ETC. 


Examiner T. P. Wilson has recommended dismissal in No. 
19418, Cudahy Packing Co. vs. Burlington et al., on a finding 
that reparation on shipments of fresh meats and packing-house 
products from Chicago, Ill., South Omaha, Neb., Sioux City, Ia., 
and St. Paul, Minn., to Little Rock, Ark. and points in western 
Louisiana should be denied. The examiner said the rates ap- 
plied were made by the addition of differentials to the 1716- 
scale rates, formerly in effect from St. Louis and Kansas City 
to destination points. Reparation was asked to the basis of 
rates reflecting the 2107 scale. The examiner said the latter 
scale was a part of the Memphis-Southwestern adjustment. In 
essential respects, said he, the case was similar to Eads Bros. 
Furniture Co. vs. B. & O., 102 I. C. C. 381, and no sufficient 
reason was perceived why the principles there stated should 
not here be applied. 


RATES ON RAILWAY TRACK 
Attorney-Examiner John H. Howell has recommended .dis- 
missal in No. 19435, James Stanton Construction Co. vs. Santa 
Fe et al., on a finding that fifth class rates were applicable and 
were not shown to have been unreasonable on industrial railway 
track, carloads, from Freeman Park, Mo., and Stone, Kan., to 

Ely, Mo., and from Ely to Leavenworth, Kan. 


RATES ON DRY BLEACH 


Examiner H. L. Main has recommended dismissal in No. 
19448, Carman Distributing Co. vs. Chicago & North Western 
et al., on a finding that rates charged on dry bleach from Wy- 
andotte, Mich., and Chicago, Ill., to Omaha, Neb., were not and 
are not unreasonable or otherwise unlawful. 


RATE ON SLACK BARRELS 


Examiner W. K. Berryman has recommended dismissal in 
No. 19341, Schaperkotter Cooperage Co. vs. New York, Chicago 
& St. Louis et al., on a finding that a combination of third class 
local rates of 70.5 cents, minimum 11,200 pounds, assessed on 
a carload of slack wooden barrels from St. Louis, Mo., to Ambia, 
Ind., was inapplicable; that the applicable rate was 17 cents, 
minimum 15,680 pounds, and that the minimum under the ap- 
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plicable rate was not shown to have been unreasonable. He 
said the overcharges should be refunded promptly. 


RATE ON ELM HOOPS 


Dismissal has been recommended by Examiner J. H. Smith 
in No. 19372, Liberty Cooperage & Lumber Co. vs. Missouri 
Pacific et al., on a finding that the applicable commodity rate 
of 96 cents, minimum 60,000 pounds, on coiled elm hoops from 
West Helena, Ark., to San Francisco, Calif., was not and is 
not unreasonable. 


RATE ON STEEL BARS 


Examiner R. J. Olentine has recommended dismissal in No. 
19447, W. M. Dutton & Sons Co., Inc., vs. Burlington, on a find- 
ing that a third class rate of $1.275 charged on less-than-car- 
load shipment of steel bars from Hastings, Neb., to Harvey, IIl., 
was applicable. 


ENAMELED STOVE TRIMMING RATE 


Examiner W. M. Carney has recommended the dismissal 
of No. 19573, Baltimore Enamel & Novelty Co. vs. Atlantic Coast 
Line et al., on a finding that a rate of $1.28 on enameled stove 
trimmings, in less than carloads, from Baltimore, Md., to Chat- 
tanooga, Tenn., is not unreasonable, or otherwise unlawful. The 
rate charged was the rail-and-water third class. The complain- 
ant contended that it was unreasonble to charge $1.28 from 
Baltimore to Chattanooga when there was a rate of 63 cents 
in the reverse direction on stoves and ranges and parts. The 
examiner said the 63-cent rate was not applicable on nickeled 
parts or trimmings when shipped separately. He said that the 
complainant sought, by an adjustment of rates, to compete at 
Chattanooga with local manufacturers and other producers in 
adjacent territory. 


COTTONSEED-HULL FIBER RATES 


Examiner W. J. Harris, in No. 18967, Viscose Co. vs. Ala- 
bama & Vicksburg et al., recommends that the Commission find 
inapplicable rates charged on many carload shipments billed as 
cottonseed-hull fiber or shavings, from Memphis and Dyersburg, 
Tenn., and Jackson, Miss., to Nitro, W. Va., and award reparation. 
The shipments were made between November 17, 1924, and 
March 3, 1926 The shipments were billed as cottonseed-hull 
fiber or shavings, but inspectors of an inspection and weighing 
bureau, Harris said, changed the descriptions while the cars 
were in transit to cotton linters. The higher rates applicable 
on linters were charged. Harris reviewed some of the similar 
cases and came to the conclusion that the linter rates were 
inapplicable and that the applicable rates were those on cotton- 
seed-hull fiber or shavings. 


REFINED OIL REPARATION 


In a report on further hearing in No. 12783, Rio Grande Oil 
Co. vs. Arizona Eastern et al., Examiner Jesse C. Harraman 
has recommended that the Commission award reparation on 
shipments of refined oil from El Paso, Tex., to destinations in 
Arizona and New Mexico based on rates prescribed in the origi- 
nal report, 112 I. C. C. 350. The Commission, in the original 
report, held open the case for testimony as to shipments since 
the date of the hearing, instead of asking the railroads to accept 
affidavit proof on that point. The original hearing was held 
September 26, 1921. 

The Commission, in the original report, told the carriers to 
establish rates to other points in the destination territory in 
accordance with the guides afforded by the rates it prescribed. 
The examiner says the Commission should now find the old 
rates unreasonable to the extent. they exceeded the ones sub- 
sequently established and award reparation to that basis. 


AUTOMOBILE BODY RATES 


Examiner C. E. Simmons, in No. 19331, Chevrolet Motor 
Co. vs. Chicago & North Western et al., has proposed that the 
Commission find the first class rating and rate governed thereby, 
on automobile bodies, set up or partially knocked down, from St. 
Louis, Mo., to Janesville, Wis., unreasonable and award repara- 
tion. The complaint covered shipments made between June 
25, and July 30, 1923. A rate of 87 cents was collected. The 
classification applied was that applying in Illinois territory. 
Contemporaneously a second class rating, minimum 10,000 
pounds, was maintained in the three big classification territories. 
The Illinois rating was reduced to second class on August 1, 
1923. The examiner said the rating should be found unreason- 
able to the extent it exceeded second class and that reparation 
to that basis should be awarded. 


PROPOSED MACHINERY RATE 


Examiner H. L. Main, in No. 18714, Manufacturers’ Associa- 
tion of Chicago Heights on behalf of Canedo-Otto Manufactur- 
ing Company vs. Illinois Central et al., has recommended that 
the Commission find a rate of 85 cents, imposed on machinery, 
in carloads, from Chicago Heights, Ill., to New Orleans, La., 
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for transshipment by water, in Norember, 1925, was applicable 
put unreasonable, in the past and for the future to the extent 
it exceeded the aggregate of intermediates and award repara- 
tion. He said the rate was not unduy prejudicial. 


LIME RATE INAPPLICABLE. 


In No. 19489, E-Z Opener Bag Company vs. Southern et al., 
Examiner Thurston B. Johnston said the Commission should 
find the rates charged on lime, from Knoxville, South Knoxville 
Extension and River Front Extenion, Tenn., to Braithwaite, 
La., inapplicable but not unreasonable. They were alleged to 
be unreasonable and inapplicable because not treated under 
the Jones rule for making rates by combination. Johnston 
said the Commission should find the applicable rate was $3.93 
per ton, that it was not and is not unreasonable and award 
reparation. 


SCRAP IRON REPARATION 


A finding of unreasonableness and an award of reparation 
have been recommended by Examiner H. L. Main in No. 19488, 
H. Sofranscy Company vs. New York, Susquehanna & Western 
et al., as to a rate of $3.50 per ton on a carload of scrap iron 
from Ogdensburg, N. J., to Allentown, Pa. He said it should 
be found unreasonable to the extent it exceeded $2.27 per long 
ton, and award reparation. 


CONDENSED MILK IN BULK 

Attorney Examiner W. A. Disque, in No. 19506, American 
Bakeries Company vs. Norfolk & Western et al., said the Com- 
mission should find the rate on condensed milk in bulk, in bar- 
rels, in less-than-carloads, from Chicago, IIl., to Winston-Salem, 
N. C., $1.205, unreasonable to the extent it exceeded the rate 
of $1.045 on condensed milk in cans, boxed, award reparation 
and prescribe the lower basis for the future. a 





TANK AGITATOR RATE 


Examiner Albert A. Mattson, in No. 19456, Gilliland Oil 
Company of New Mexico vs. Atchison, Topeka & Santa Fe et 
al., said the Commision should find unreasonable a combina- 
tion rate of $2.075 imposed on one sheet-steel tank agitator, 
shipped in 1925, from Wichita Falls, Tex., to Albuquerque, N. 
M., unreasonable to the extent it exceeded, exceeds or may ex- 
ceed $1.55, award reparation and prescribe the lower rate for 
the future. The finding, he said, should be without prejudice 
to any different conclusion that might be reached in No. 18642, 
Arizona Corporation Commission vs. Santa Fe et al., now 
pending. 


WROUGHT PIPE RATE 


Examiner S. A. Aplin, in No. 19436, South Chester Tube 
Company vs. Central of New Jersey et al., said the Commission 
should find unreasonable a rate of 83.5 cents plus $10 per car 
charged on carloads of wrought iron or steel pipe, from Chester, 
Pa., to Texon, Tex., between September 24, 1924, and July 31, 
1926, to the extent it exceeded 82.5 cents plus $10 per car, the 
subsequently established rate, and award reparation. 


CRUDE GLYCERINE RATES 


Examiner Richard Yardley, in No. 19334, Armour & Co. vs. 
Santa Fe et al., has recommended that a combination rate of 
$1.255, on crude glycerine, in tank cars, from Los Angeles, 
Calif., to Chicago, Ill., imposed on shipments in 1925 and 1926, 
be found unreasonable to the extent it exceeded 85 cents, the 
Subsequently established rate, and award reparation. Yardley 
found outstanding undercharges amounting to $2,784.79 on ac- 
count of the imposition of a rate of 90 cents. Ten of eleven 
cars involved were shipped at the 90-cent rate. 


ONION DECKING CHARGE 


A finding of inapplicability has been recommended by Ex- 
aminer Philip S. Peyser in No. 19322, Gamble Robinson Com- 
pany vs. Northern Pacific, as to a charge of $1.10 per 100 


pounds imposed on the decking the shipper put into a refrig- - 


erator car in which it shipped sacked onions from Walla Walla, 
Wash., to Minneapolis, Minn. About 700 pounds of decking 
was installed by the shipper so as to permit the tiering of 
the sacks and the proper ventilation of the shipment. Com- 
plainant asserted that there was no warrant for the imposition 
of the onion rate and that no charge should have been made. 
The examiner advised the Commission so to find. 


SCRAP ZINC RATE 


Attorney-Examiner W. A. Disque, in No. 19529, Federated 
Metals Corporation vs. Delaware, Lackawanna & Western et 
al., has advised the Commission to find the rate of 47.5 cents, 
sixth class, imposed on scrap zinc from Waterbury, Conn., to 
Chicago, Ill., unreasonable to the extent it exceeds or may ex- 
ceed the contemporaneous rate on pig or slab zinc. The car- 
riers offered no evidence, claiming the complainant had made 
no case for a lower rate by failing to show the volume of move- 
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ment necessary to justify the establishment of a commodity 
rate. 


MATRIX PAPER RATES 


Blotting paper rates have been recommended by Examiner 
W. J. Harris for imposition on matrix paper, carloads, from 
West Groton, Mass., to New York and Brooklyn, in No. 19065, 
Certified Dry Mat Corporation vs. Boston & Maine et al. He 
said the Commission should find rates on matrix paper for New 
York and Brooklyn deliveries unreasonable, to the extent indi- 
cated. prescribe the lower basis and award reparation. ‘The 
carriers imposed a fifth class rate of 30 cents. The contempo- 
raneous rate on blotting paper and other papers and paper 
articles of a similar or greater value than the matrix paper was 
24 cents. 





FERTILIZER RATE RECOMMENDED 


A finding of unreasonableness, an award of reparation and 
an order for the future have been recommended by Examiner 
John Davey, in No. 19602, Kelly, Weber & Co., Ltd., vs. Missouri 
Pacific et al., as to a rate of 41.5 cents and the charges there- 
under, on a carload of fertilizer from Houston, Tex., to Fenton, 
La., shipped March 1, 1926. He said the rate should be found 
unreasonable to the extent it exceeded 17 cents. That rate, 
Davey said, should be prescribed for the future. 


WOOL GREASE CHARGE INAPPLICABLE 


Examiner J. P. McGrath, in No. 19577, Frank L. Young Co. 
vs. New York, New Haven & Hartford et al., said the Commis- 
sion should find that the fifth class rates charged on shipments 
of wool grease, carloads, from and to points in Official Classifi- 
cation territory and from Providence, R. I., to Sioux Falls, S. D., 
since December 10, 1923, were inapplicable and that sixth class 
rates were applicable on the shipments in Official Classification 
territory. On the shipments to Sioux City, he said, the Com- 
mission should find the applicable rate basis was sixth class to 
the Mississippi, plus a commodity rate of 29.5 cents beyond. 
He said reparation should be awarded. 


RATES ON WASTE MATERIALS 

Dismissal of No. 19041, Mid-Continent Waste Material 
Dealers’ Association et al. vs. Alton & Eastern et al., has been 
recommended by Examiner Harris Fleming on a finding that 
rates charged on shipments of waste materials, in straight and 
mixed carloads, from points in Kansas and Oklahoma to St. 
Louis, Chicago, and points taking the same rates, were not 
unreasonable, and that complainants were not shown to have 
been damaged by reason of the relative adjustment in effect 
during the period of movement. He said a basis of future rates 
to the destinations involved, from Oklahoma, Kansas, and com- 
petitive origin points, had been subsequently prescribed in Con- 
solidated Southwestern Cases, 123 I. C. C. 203. 


RATES ON ROUGH LUMBER 

Examiner Edgar Snider has recommended dismissal of No. 
19135, S. J. Peabody Lumber Co. vs. Pennsylvania et al., em- 
bracing also a sub number, Same vs. Pennsylvania et al., on a 
finding that rates charged on rough lumber from Columbia City, 
Ind., to Buffalo and North Tonawanda, N. Y., and from Columbia 
City and Bourbon, Ind., to Belding, Mich., are not unreasonable 
or otherwise unlawful. 


RATING ON CLEANING COMPOUND 
Examiner W. K. Berryman has recommended dismissal of 
No. 19209 Climax Cleaner Manufacturing Co. vs. Baltimore & 
Ohio et al., on a finding that the third-class rating under Official 
and Western Classifications on “wall cleaning compound” in 
less-than-carloads has not been shown to be unreasonable or 
otherwise unlawful. 


RATE ON PRINTING PAPER 


On a finding that a rate of 23.5 cents on printing paper, 
carloads, from Holyoke, Mass., to Bushwick station, Brooklyn, 
N. Y., was unreasonable to the extent that it exceeded the 
sixth-class rate of 22 cents, Examiner J. P. McGrath has recom- 
mended an award of reparation in No. 19538, Hudson Bag Com- 
pany, Inc., vs. New York, New Haven & Hartford et al. 


STEEL COTTON TIES 


Examiner J. H. Smith has recommended dismissal of No. 
19626, Carnegie Steel Co. vs. Baltimore & Ohio et al., on a finding 
that the assailed class A rate of 50.5 cents on steel cotton ties 
from Youngstown, O., to Wilmington, N. C., was applicable and 
not unreasonable or otherwise unlawful. 


REPARATION ON MACHINERY 

An award of reparation has been recommended by Exam- 
iner J. H. Smith in No. 19555, Traffic Bureau, Chamber of Com- 
merce, Lynchburg, Va., vs. Pennsylvania et al., on a finding 
that a less-than-carload shipment of 29 pieces of machinery 
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constituting one ice-making machine from Philadelphia, Pa., to 
Lowesville, Va., was overcharged. Charges were collected on 
the basis of the less-than-carload rate on each article. The ex- 
aminer said the rate applicable was 89 cents, and that com- 
plainant was entitled to $12.85 with interest. 


MINIMUM GRAIN RATE . 


In No. 19716, Shreveport Chamber of Commerce vs. Louisi- 
ana & Arkansas, Examiner J. H. Smith has recommended dis- 
missal on a finding that the minimum rate beyond transit point 
on any-quantity interstate shipments of grain and grain products 
accorded transit service at Shreveport, La., is not shown to 
have been unreasonable or otherwise unlawful. 





MACERATED CURRENCY RATES 
Examiner E. H. Kerwin has recommended dismissal of No. 
19081, Marquardt Hewitt Corporation vs. Pennsylvania et al., on 
a finding that rates on macerated currency, carloads, from Wash- 
ington, D. C., to certain destinations in Official Classification 
territory were not and are not unreasonable or otherwise un- 
lawful. 


LAWN MOWER HANDLE RATES 


A finding of unreasonableness, an award of reparation and 
an order prescribing a new rate for the future have been recom- 
mended by Examiner Lewis L. Prout, in No. 19267, Worcester 
Lawn Mower Co. vs. Ann Arbor et al., as to the combination 
of class rates on mixed carloads of wooden handles and rollers 
for lawn mowers from. Marquette, Mich., to Worcester, Mass. 
A rate of 89 cents was collected. Prout said the Commission 
should find it unreasonable to the extent it exceeded 65.5 cents, 
the rate applicable on other wooden articles from Marquette 
and Munising, Mich., to Boston, Mass., and prescribe 65.5 cents 
for the future. The complainant asked for a rate on the basis 
of the 65.5-cent rate and reparation. 


ABANDONMENT OF LINE 


Examiner William U. Watson, in a proposed report in finance 
No. 6152, has recommended that the Commission find that the 
present and future public convenience and necessity permit the 
abandonment by the Pennsylvania of a portion of its railroad 
in Huntingdon and Center counties, Pennsylvania. The line ex- 
tends from the west abutment of bridge No. 2.23 to Fairbrook, 
a distance of 18.26 miles, and is a part of the Fairbrook branch, 
extending from Tyrone, Pa., to Fairbrook, Pa., a distance of 
about 20 miles. The Fairbrook Branch Shippers’ Committee 
intervened in opposition to the proposed abandonment. Aban- 
donment should be permitted on the condition that the Penn- 
sylvania sell the line in question to any person or persons de- 
siring to purchase it for continued operation, and offering to 
pay therefor not less than its fair net salvage value, said the 
examiner. ; 

The Bellefonte Central Railroad Company, represented by 
counsel at the hearing, said in its brief that its interest lay in 
the acquisition of the branch line, if it could be acquired on 
just and reasonable terms, and the operation thereof as a part 
of its railroad, if necessary authority could be obtained to con- 
struct an extension from its terminus at State College to Fair- 
brook, a distance of about six miles. Counsel for the Bellefonte 
Central said his company was willing to pay and the Pennsyl- 
vania was willing to accept the fair net salvage value for the 
18.26 miles of line, and that the only obstacle to completing the 
negotiations was with respect to the two miles of track from 
Tyrone to just beyond Stover. It was requested that if the 
Commission authorized abondonment, it prescribe as a condition 
that the Pennsylvania turn over to the Bellefonte Central -at 
the fair net salvage value the entire line from Tyrone to Fair- 
brook. The examiner expressed doubt as to the authority of the 
Commission to impose a condition that would attach to a por- 
tion of a railroad that the carrier did not seek authority to 
abandon. 


HOCH-SMITH SAND AND GRAVEL 


With a view to keeping the hearings in No. 17000, Part 11, 
Sand, Gravel, Crushed Stone, and Shells Within the Southwest, 
and the cases joined therewith within bounds, the Commission 
has issued a notice pointing out what should and what should 
not be done. The hearings, it says, as announced September 
27, will begin at New Orleans on December 5 and at the close 
of the hearing at New Orleans hearing will be begun at Dallas 
immediately. 

The notice said it was believed that if the parties who 
expected to submit definite proposals at the hearing would 
exchange such proposals prior to the hearings, much less time 
would be consumed in these proceedings than otherwise. It 
said therefore that both present and prospective parties to the 
proceedings, would be expected to exchange with each other, on 
or before November 21, the proposals they expected to submit 
at the hearing and to furnish copies of proposals so exchanged 
to the Commission. The Commission said it was very desirable 
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that duplication of testimony be avoided; that witnesses make 
direct response to questions, with brief explanations when neces- 
sary; that the testimony be confined to “the realm of fact, leav- 
ing for counsel to make deductions therefrom upon brief or 
oral argument at the proper time and place.” Continuing, the 
notice says: 


To the end that testimony offered may concern only controverted 
and material facts all present and prospective parties are urged to 
give consideration to the following questions and, if possible, be pre- 
pared at the opening of the hearing to state for the record the result 
of such consideration: 

(1) Assuming that as a result of these proceedings a basis of 
rates is prescribed for the future, can agreement be reached as to 
the list of commodities that should be covered by the rates prescribed? 

(2) Can agreement be reached as to average value at shipping 
point of the different commodities involved in these proceedings? 

(3) If the respective commodities differ in value does such dif- 
ference warrant a difference in the transportation rate? 

(4) Can agreement be reached as to the average loading of each 
commodity? 

(5) Can agreement be reached as to the points of shipment of each 
of the commodities in the territory covered by the proceedings? 

(6) Can agreement be reached as to the extent of the movement 
for a representative period of the different commodities? 

(7) Is it agreed that the operating and transportation conditions 
throughout the general territory covered by these proceedings are 
similar 

(8) Is it agreed that the same basis or level of rates should apply 
on these commodities throughout the general territory covered by the 
proceedings? 

(9) Assuming that the same basis or level of rates should apply 
throughout the general territory can the parties agree as to how 
this should be accomplished? That is, by the prescription of a mileage 
seale of rates, group basis, or point to point basis? 

(10) The enumeration of the above questions for consideration is 
not meant to exclude from consideration by the parties of other mat- 
ters which might occur to them and upon which an agreement might 
be reached. As has been stated it is desired that testimony he 
offered only upon controverted and material facts. 





HOCH-SMITH CHALLENGE CASE 


The Commission, in No. 19130, California Growers’ and 
Shippers’ Protective League vs. Southern Pacific et al., upon 
the petition of the Great Northern and other defendants, has 
modified its order of July 20 by inserting after the word “trans- 
portation” in both the second and third paragraphs of that 
order the words ‘except over routes via north Pacific coast 
gateways.” (See Traffic World, October 8, p. 783.) 

The insertion of those words exempts the carriers from 
the duty of making the rates ordered in that case operative 
over the northern routes. The rates, on California fruits, are 
those which the railroads expect to carry to the courts on the 
ground that the Commission has prescribed rates that would 
be unconstitutional. 

The order exempting the northern routes also postpones 
the effective date of the order requiring the establishment of 
the rates from November 10 to December 10. 


HOCH-SMITH GRAIN ENLARGED 


The Commission has enlarged the grain part of No. 17000, 
so as to bring in southern territory rates. The grain part is now 
known as No. 17000, Rate Structure Investigation, Part 7, Grain 
and Grain Products. The enlargement has caused an addition 
to the last mentioned title of “(A) Southern Territory Rates.” 

As reason for making this addition the Commission said 
it had before it proceedings involving rates on grain and prod- 
ucts from northern and western grain producing regions, and 
from Mississippi and Ohio River crossings, to destinations in 
southern territory. It said that No. 15026, Oklahoma Millers’ 
League vs. Alabama & Vicksburg et al., one of the cases involv- 
ing rates into southern territory, had been held open, in part, for 
further héaring with I. and S. No. 2914, Grain and Grain Prod- 
ucts from Central Freight Association, Western Trunk Line, 
and Southwestern territories to Mississippi* Valley points, an- 
other case involving grain rates into southern territory. 

In the announcement concerning the institution 6f this addi- 
tion, the Commission said it had concluded to assign for hear- 
ing, in connection with No. 17000, the two cases already 
mentioned and the following additional cases: No. 15784, Mil- 
ler-Wilson Grain Co. vs. A. & V. et al.; No. 15784, Sub. No. 1, 
Blair Elevator Corporation vs. Illinois Central et al.; No. 17662, 
Louisville Board.of Trade vs. Aberdeen & Rockfish et al.; and 
No. 19849, American Grain & Hay Co. et al. vs. Louisville & 
Nashville et al., “in so far as it covers rates on grain and grain 
products in southern territory, and from points in the western 
district and central territory, to destinations in southern ter- 
ritory.” The Commission said it was not its intention to go into 
the question of what constituted reasonable transit rules and 
regulations. 

Should a preliminary conference appear to be necessary for 
the perfection of plans to be followed in the investigation, the 
Commission said later announcement thereof would be made. 
It also said that any suggestions which interested parties might 
have to offer were invited. The times and places for hearing it 
also said would be announced later. A proposed report, it said, 
would be issued. 

As to the territorial scope of the investigation the announce- 
ment said: 
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For the purpose of this investigation, the term ‘‘southern terri- 
tory,’ in so far as concerns rates within such territory, will include 
points on both banks of the Mississippi and Ohio rivers, points on_the 
line of the Norfolk & Western extending from Bristol, Tenn.-Va., 
to Norfolk, Va., and also Richmond, Va. The investigation will not 
include rates between any two Ohio River points or any two points 
of which are on or north of the line of the Norfolk & Western just 
described. Although the investigation of western territory rates in 
Part 7 includes points on both banks of the Mississippi River, these 
points are also included in this investigation in order that the Com- 
mission may be in a position to deal with questions which may arise 
concerning southern territory rates from, to, or between such points. 
As to rates from other territories, the term “southern territory’’ will 
include the area east of but not including the east bank of the Mis- 
sissippi River (except that the investigation shall embrace rates over 
east side routes via Ohio River crossings to east bank points, Mem- 
phis, Tenn., and south), south of but not including the south bank of 
the Ohio River, and not including points in Virginia or West Virginia 
except points in the former State south of the line of the Norfolk & 
Western as above described. 


SAND AND GRAVEL RATES 


That any rate adjustment that will not permit a free move- 
ment of sand and gravel for a distance of forty miles is funda- 
mentally unsound, was the pivotal contention of complainant 
witnesses at the hearing in docket 19557, and Sub. 1, Chicago 
Gravel Company against the Indiana Harbor Belt and others, 
at Chicago, October 17, 18, and 20, before Examiner Fuller. The 
complainants seek the establishment of rates on sand, gravel, 
and crushed stone from Joliet and Plainfield, Ill., to the Chicago 
and Gary switching districts on.a parity with rates applying 
within the district. Two Illinois commission cases, dockets 
17179 and 17335, were joined with the interstate case. Walter 
Kaylor, of the Illinois commission, sat with Examiner Fuller. 

The existing rates from Joliet are 65 cents, single line haul, 
and 85 cents, joint line. The commodities move within the 
district principally on an intrastate single line rate of 40 cents— 
some taking the interstate rate of 50 cents. Representatives of 
complaining interests said they sought a parity between the 
rates applying from the origin points and the rates within the 
district, rather than have their rates lowered. Crushed stone 
is the competing commodity produced within the district. 

Thomas E. Bond, traffic manager of the E. J. & E., repre- 
senting the defendant carriers, said the Joliet carriers were 
willing to give the complainants a temporary rate of 55 cents, 
and that a petition requesting permission to do that had been 
filed. He said he believed the existing single line rate from 
Joliet was not too high and that the joint line rate was too low, 
but that a five cent differential, Joliet over the district, would 
enable the Joliet pits to do business within the district. An 
increase in the Chicago district rates, he said, was the ideal 
solution. He called attention to the fact that the Chicago dis- 
trict rates were before the Commission in a pending case and 
that the existing rate from Joliet had been passed on by the 
Commission in the Chicago gravel cases, docket 17817. He said 
the traffic from Joliet had fallen off since the parity between 
Joliet and the district had been destroyed by the Jones 420 
adjustment, at which time the producing territory outside of 
Chicago was zoned and blanketed, as to rates, and he believed 
commercial considerations dictated a spread of five cents be- 
tween zone 1 and the district. 

The following witnesses appeared for complainants and sup- 
porting interveners: W. N. Carter, president, National Stone 
Company, Joliet; Stuart Gardiner, treasurer of the same com- 
pany; J. P. Enright, sales manager, Lincoln Crushed Stone 
Company, Joliet; Frank Nuessmeyer, Margraff Stone Company, 
Joliet; and William Frogner, traffic manager, Chicago Gravel 
Company. They introduced testimony to show that there had 
been a decided diminution (about two-thirds) in the movement 
into the district from the origin points involved since the estab- 
lishing of the existing rates—September 10, 1925—and that 
the existing spread in the rates was an insuperable obstacle 
to a normal flow of the commodities. They stressed the fact that 
Joliet had been on a parity with the district prior to September 
10, 1925, and contended that even a five cent differential, as 
suggested by the defendant carriers, would make it impossible 
for Joliet to compete. 

The most strenuous opposition to the prayer of the com- 
plainants came from interveners—shippers within the district 
and in Indiana. 

W. J. Womer, traffic manager, Consumers’ Company, which 
has plants both within the district and outside, testifying on 
behalf of the producers within the district, said he believed 
the Jones 420 adjustment was as near an ideal solution of the 
problem of relating the producers in and around the Chicago 
district as could be devised. He said that any modification of 
that adjustment would mean a flood of complaints from other 
producers—that if the complainants got a lower rate than other 
zone 1 producers, all the other producers in zone 1 would im- 
mediately be after similar relief. He said that, prior to that 
adjustment, sand and gravel rates had been in a chaotic con- 
dition and that it had brought uniformity and stability, which 
were essential to the prosperity of the industry. He said there 
was overproduction within the district; that only about 50 per 
cent of that produced in the district could find a market in the 
district, and it was his contention that complainants had a favor- 
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able adjustment in other directions, and that the level of the 
rates established under the Jones adjustment was comparatively 
low, or at least not unduly high. 

E. A. Keappler, of the Dolphine Sand & Gravel Company, 
Chicago, and E. Guy Sutton, of the Neal Gravel Company, 
Matoon, Ind., also gave testimony opposing the complaint. 


CONSOLIDATED SOUTHWESTERN CASES 


Modification of the Commission’s findings in the Consoli- 
dated Southwestern Cases, No. 13535 and related cases, has been 
asked by the Mallory Steamship Company, the Southern Steam- 
ship Company, and the Southern Pacific Company (Southern 
Pacific Steamship Lines, “Morgan Line”). The petitioners say 
the Commission’s opinion and order deals with and affects prac- 
tically their entire rate structure. They say they have reached 
the conclusion that unless certain changes are made, they will 
be under a very serious handicap in continuing operations as 
transportation facilities between trunk-line and eastern defined 
territories on the one hand and the southwest on the other. 

“In fact,” say the petitioners, “petitioners honestly believe 
that unless relief is accorded from the order, there is real 
danger that they will have to discontinue operations or at least 
curtail their operations to a considerable extent, and this we 
urge would not be in conformity with the policy of Congress 
expressed in section 500 of the transportation act; nor would 
it be in the public interest of the public who would be deprived 
of the benefit of the competition furnished by petitioners both 
in the matter of service and rates.” 

The findings of the Commission that deal particularly with 
the water-and-rail and rail-water-and-rail rates are those con- 
tained in findings Nos. 11 and 12, according to the petitioners. 
Modifications are requested as to the following: Relationship 
between rates to and from Gulf ports on the one hand and 
rates to and from northeast Texas cities on the other; publica- 
tion of tariffs; recognition of commercial conditions on south- 
bound as well as northbound traffic; elimination from order of 
rates to and from New Orleans; elimination of combination 
rates from relationship to other rates; commodities excepted 
from the order should be more clearly defined, and relationship 
to transcontinental rates should not be required. 

The southwestern lines, in the consolidated southwestern 
cases, have asked the Commission to reconsider, modify, and 
interpret its orders therein. They allege, among other things, 
that the level of the rates prescribed is too low and will result 
in drastic reductions in their revenues. They say the Commis- 
sion should increase by ten per cent the basic rates prescribed 
by it from and to all points. 


CANADIAN GRAIN RATES 


Clyde M. Reed, of Kansas, counsel for the Kansas farm 
organizations in the general grain rate investigation, now under 
way as part of No. 17000, thinks Congress should take up the 
question of export grain rates and adopt a resolution. directing 
the Commission to give the matter of such rates early consid- 
eration and adjust the rates upon export grain on a basis that 
will remove the disadvantage he claims now attaches to the 
movement of Kansas grain for export. 

‘The basis for his suggestion is found in a recent decision 
of the Board of Railway Commissioners for Canada in which 
the board reduced. the rate on export grain from Fort William 
to Quebec from 34% cents to 18.34 cents per 100 pounds. 

Mr. Reed, on behalf of the several farm organizations of 
Kansas, has addressed a letter to the senators and members of 
Congress from Kansas, calling attention to the action of the 
Canadian authorities on export grain rates and compares the 
rates now paid by Canadian farmers with the rates paid by grain 
farmers of Kansas and other western grain growing states. He 
says, in his letter, that the Kansas Farmer is at a disadvantage 
in the world market for wheat because of the fact that on export 
grain his rates ‘are substantially double the rates paid by the 
Canadian farmer for the same service. He urges the Kansas 
delegation in Congress to submit a resolution at the coming 
session. 

Attached to the letter to Kansas members of Congress are 
excerpts from the report of the Canadian commissioners, in 
which the policy of the Interstate Commerce Commission with 
reference to rates on grain was discussed and the statement 
made, in that part of the report written by Commissioner Oliver, 
that the United States commission had attached to grain an 
undue share of the burden of transportation costs. 

Mr. Oliver’s observations were made in answer to a con- 
tention of the Canadian carriers that as grain rates were some- 
what higher in the western United States than in the Canadian 
west, that was proof that the Canadian rates were unduly low. 
He said it did not appear to him that the comparison was for- 
tunate. In support of that, in part, he said: 


Throughout the chiefly grain growing regions of the United States 
a serious condition of agricultural depression, admittedly, prevails. 
The Fordney tariff, actually in force, and the McNary-Haugen farm 
relief bill, which passed both houses of the United States Congress 
at its latest session and was only prevented from becoming law by 














































































































































































































































































the President’s veto, are not merely local admissions, they are na- 
tional assertions, of the widespread character and the seriousness 
of that depression. Failing legislative relief, or indeed because of 
the depression itself, there is and has been in progress a campaign 
to decrease production in the grain growing states. 


Mr. Oliver said that, given such a condition of mind among 
the farmers of the Canadian west as had prevailed for some 
years throughout the grain growing regions of the United States, 
the two Canadian railroad systems would be showing much less 
favorable returns than at present. He argued that Canada, ins 
the matter of rates on export grain, had followed a sound policy, 
whereas, he apparently thought that the Interstate Commerce 
Commission, under section 15-a of the interstate commerce act, 
had laid an undue share of the burden of transportation costs 
on the basic product of grain, which, he said, in proportion as 
it gave purchasing power, caused the movement of other traffic. 
He further argued that to permit discriminatory or higher rates 
on export grain in Canada would create a condition of mind 
among the Canadian grain growers of the west “now existing 
throughout the grain growing regions of the United States and 
with the same or even more damaging results to the railroads 
themselves and to the country at large.” 

In his letter to Kansas members of Congress Mr. Reed said 
the facts about United States and Canadian grain rates had 
been and were being developed, at the Wichita and Minneapolis 
hearings in the general grain case which was being carried on 
under the Hoch-Smith rate structure investigation, through the 
efforts of Kansas and North Dakota, the two greatest wheat 
growing states. In part, he said: 


The record made at the Wichita and Minneapolis hearings will 
fully show the relative freight rates charged the Kansas farmer, the 
northwestern United States farmer, and the Canadian farmer. The 
rates quoted below with mileages stated are fully representative of 
the situation. It will be understood that Ft. William is the Lake 
Superior port through which most of the Canadian grain is handled 
when routed via the Great Lakes; Duluth occupies a similar re- 
lationship to Minnesota, the Dakotas and Montana, while from Kan- 
sas, Chicago is the nearest Lake port and Galveston the nearest salt 
water port. 

Distance and rate per 100 pounds are as follows: 

From Tantellon, Sask., to Ft. William, Ont., 666 miles, 18 cents; 
Fairview, Mont., to Duluth, Minn., 665 miles, 31 cents; Hutchinson, 
Kans., to Chicago, IIl., 668 miles, 36.5 cents; Theodore, Sask., to Ft. 
Williams, Ont., 725 miles, 20 cents; Richey, Mont., to Duluth, Minn., 
725 miles, 35 cents; Wichita, Kans., to Galveston, Tex., 700 miles, 
44 cents. ° 

The effect of the existing rate situation in Canada plus change 
ordered by the Board of Railway Commissioners of that country is 
to give the Canadian farmer a transportation rate of substantially 
50 per cent of the transportation rate in effect from Kansas either 
to Lake or to Gulf ports on wheat or flour for export (I am not here 
discussing the rate upon grain for domestic consumption—that will 
be taken care of in the usual and ordinary progress of the case now 
being heard before the Interstate Commerce Commission). It is con- 
servative to say that the disadvantage in transportation costs to 
the lake or the gulf imposed upon the Kansas farmer in the move- 
ment of wheat and flour for export is not less than 10 cents per 
bushel as compared with the charge made to his principal competitor, 
the Canadian farmer, for similar service. 

This presents a situation that it seems to me calls for extraordi- 
nary treatment and would justify a resolution by Congress directing 
the Interstate Commerce Commission to give immediate attention 
to this situation and to establish promptly rates on export wheat and 
flour on a basis that will remove the disadvantage now suffered by 
the Kansas and other wheat farmers in this section. The daily mar- 
ket reports show that generally speaking the Canadian farmer is re- 
ceiving a higher price per bushel for his wheat than is the Kansas 
farmer. Part of this—perhaps all of this—is undoubtedly due to a 
reflection of the difference in transportation costs. It would be my 
opinion that the rates suggested be established from Kansas’ and 
other states in this section on export grain would not be unre- 
munerative although not according the same percentage of profit 
as perhaps would be made by the railroads upon other traffic, and 
would therefore not be illegal or beyond the power of the Interstate 
Commerce Commission to establish by order and such rates would be 
wholly within the proper discretion of Congress to direct. 


VIRGINIA RATE CASES 


(Special Correspondence from Richmond, Va.) 


The State Corporation Commission of Virginia held hearings 
last week at Richmond, Va., in Cases Nos. 3102 and 3136, involv- 
ing all the Virginia intrastate rates. Adjournment was taken 


other carriers will put in additional direct testimony. 

On behalf of the state, exhibits were introduced showing 
statistics and data relative to ties laid, replacements and better- 
ments for various years, rails laid, accounting for the cost ap- 
plied in replacements and betterments on main line tracks, de- 
tails of maintenance of ways and structures expenditures and 
the miles of road owned and operated for the systems. 

Counsel for the carriers objected to the exhibits offered 
on the ground that they unduly broadened the issue before the 
commission. Their objection, however, was overruled, and in 
overruling the objection the commission made it plain that it 
desired to have all facts which might have any bearing on the 
case. Thereupon the carriers stated that by reason of the new 
matter introduced they could not go ahead with the case and 
requested a postponement. The commission declined to post- 
pone the case and the carriers requested a few minutes for 
opportunity of consultation. They returned and advised the 
commission that they were ready to proceed with their case, 


October 14 until November 2, when the Southern Railway sel 


reserving, however, all rights accruing by virtue of their objec- 
tions and exceptions theretofore made. 

The Washington & Old Dominion Railway presented ex- 
hibits showing that it had operated at a deficit in 1925, which 
deficit was increased in 1926. It opposed any reduction in rates 
and proposed for application via its line the scale approved 
by the Interstate Commerce Commission for short and weak 
lines in Docket 13494. 

The Norfolk & Western Railway introduced a number of 
exhibits regarding density of traffic and comparative rates, both 
intrastate and interstate. Its position was that on and north 
of its line the Trunk Line Scale No. 2 proposed in the Eastern 
Class Rate Case, should be made applicable, with 13494 scale 
applicable south of its line and interterritorially. The Norfolk 
& Western witnesses stated that that line was handling very 
little class traffic, the bulk of its traffic being coal primarily 
from mines located on its own lines and some from connecting 
lines. 

The Chesapeake & Ohio Railway introduced somewhat simi- 


- lar exhibits and its position was practically the same as the 


Norfolk & Western. It also introduced exhibits showing that 
the freight revenue, ton-mile revenue freight and operating 
revenues were less for Virginia intrastate traffic than for its 
system as a whole. 

The Richmond, Fredericksburg & Potomac Railroad likewise 
proposed Trunk Line Scale No. 2. 

The Southern Railway presented voluminous exhibits deal- 
ing primarily with the commodity rate situation in Virginia. It 
made comparisons between the Virginia scales and scales in 
Maryland, West Virginia, Southern and Central Freight Associa- 
tion territories, purporting to show that the Virginia scales were 
low. That carrier has not yet completed the presentation of 
its case. 

The shippers have not as yet presented any testimony and 
will probably not do so until the carriers have completed their 
case. The commission announced that after the carirers had 
subniitted their case an adjournment would be allowed, so that 
the shippers could have an opportunity to study the record be- 
fore beginning cross-examination. It further announced that 
similar procedure would be had with respect to the cross-exam- 
ination of the shippers by the carriers. 


FINAL VALUATION REPORT 


Valuation No. 216, Northern Alabama Railway Co., opinion No. 
B-584, 131 I. C. C. 596-619, final value for rate-making purposes of 
the property owned and used for common carrier purposes, found 
to be $3,223,000, as of June 30, 1916. 


ERIE PROTESTS VALUATION 


The Erie Railroad Company and affiliated lines whose prop- 
erties are covered in the Commission’s tentative valuation report 
in Valuation No. 1069, as of June 30, 1918, have filed their for- 
mal protest with the Commission against the findings in the 
report. 

“The tentative valuation served on protestant is stated by 
the Commission to be a valuation for rate-making purposes,” 
said the Erie, among other things. “Protestant protests that, 
if it is the Commission’s intention to set up values for purposes 
other than for rate-making, such valuations should be made and 
served concurrently with the tentative valuation for rate-making 
purposes. The serving of a tentative valuation for but one of 
the several purposes is an erroneous conception of the intent of 
the valuation act.” 


CHANGES IN DOCKET 
Argument in No. 13110, Minneapolis & St. Louis Railroad Co. 
vs. Peoria & Pekin Union Railway Co., assigned for October 17, 
at Washington, D. C., was canceled. 
Argument in No. 19286, Blanchard Lumber Co., Ine., vs. 
N. Y., N. H. & H. R. R., assigned for October 21, at Wash- 
ington, D. C., was canceled. é 


NEW YORK RATE HEARING 
The Southern Classification Committee will hold hearings 
in New Yorrk, beginning November 7, at 10 a. m., at the Hotel 
McAlpin, on its docket for changes in Southern Classification. 


1. and S. NUMBER CORRECTED 


The decision of the Commission in I. and S. 2921, restriction 
of transit privileges on lumber at Chicago, published in The 
Traffic World of October 1, page 723, was, by error, shown as 
I. and S. 2931. 


BROOKHART TO HAVE BILL 


Senator Brookhart, of Iowa, has announced that he will 
introduce a bill at the coming session of Congress providing for 
government ownership of the railroads. His plan is to have the 
government acquire the stock of the railroads through condem- 
nation proceedings. 
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Miscellaneous Decisions 
Traffic Cases Recently Decided by State and Federal Courts 
(Digests taken from Reporters and Digests of National Reporter 


System, published by West Publishing Co., St. Paul, Minn. 
Copyright by West Publishing Co.) 


REGULATION OF COMMON CARRIER 


(Springfield Court of Appeals, Missouri.) Demurrage 
charges are part of transportation charges and are regulated on 
intrastate shipments by Public Service Commission, under Rev. 
St. 1919, sec. 10447, and sections 10442, 10443, prohibiting unjust 


‘discrimination and unreasonable preference between intrastate 


shippers, and on interstate shipments by the Interstate Com- 
merce Commission.—St. Louis-San Francisco Ry. Co. vs. Morgan 
et al., 297 S. W. Rep. 717. 

In action by carrier for demurrage charges, counterclaim to 
recover damages, alleged to have been sustained by carrier’s 
failure to deliver cars within reasonable time after receiving 
shipment, cannot be interposed by shipper, in view of Rev. St. 
1919, secs. 10442, 10443, prohibiting unjust discrimination and 
unreasonable preference between intrastate shippers.—Ibid. 





Shipping Decisions 
Cases Recently Decided by State and Federal Courts 
(Digests taken from Reporters and Digests of National Reporter 


System, published by West Publishing Co., St. Paul, Minn. 
Copyright by West Publishing Co.) 





od 





(District Court, E. D., Louisiana.) Charterer by demise 
charter of vessel may maintain suit for collision—The Pelotas, 
21 Fed. Rep. (2d) 236. 

Court having custody of vessel in pending suit may issue 
process for its seizure in an independent suit by another libelant. 
—Ibid. 

Owner of a vessel may petition for limitation of liability for 
all disasters occurring during a particular voyage, but may not 
include disasters occurring after that voyage has ended.—lIbid. 

A voyage is ended when the vessel has reached her port of 
final destination and is ready to deliver cargo.—Ibid. 

Where a steamship had reached her port of final destination 
on a voyage, anchored, and was jettisoning cargo damaged in 
a stranding during the voyage, when she dragged her anchor 
during a storm, and came into collision with another vessel, 
the owner of the latter could not intervene in a suit by the own- 
ers of the steamship to limit liability for damage to cargo by 
the stranding, but might be permitted by the court to maintain 
an independent suit in rem. therein for the collection.—Ibid. 

Where a vessel is surrendered subsequent to termination of 
a voyage in a suit for limitation of liability for damages occur- 
ring during the voyage, the owner is liable for all liens accruing 
after such termination, irrespective of the limitation proceedings, 
and for any diminution in value of the vessel after that date— 
Ibid. 

Collision between two steamships, anchored in the Missis- 
sippi River off New Orleans, in a southeast gale, held due to 
the fault of the later comer, anchored below and within less 
than her length of the other, in that she anchored too close, and 
when her single anchor dragged paid out more chain, instead of 
dropping her second anchor.—Ibid. 

(District Court, E. D., New York.) Underlying every con- 
tract of affreightment there is an implied absolute warranty of 
seaworthiness of vessel_—W. T. Lockett Co. vs. Cunard S. S. Co., 
Limited, 21 Fed. Rep. (2d) 191. 

Latent defect in hose used to press up vessel’s deep tank, 
which defect existed at commencement of voyage, rendered 
ship “unseaworthy.’’—Ibid. 

The exercise of due diligence to make a ship seaworthy 
does not absolve an owner from his absolute obligation to furnish 
a seaworthy vessel, unless he unequivocally so contracts.—lIbid. 

Owner of vessel cannot relieve itself from liability arising 
from unseaworthiness of vessel, either under Harter act (Comp. 
St., secs. 8029-8035), or Hague Rules of 1921 without showing 
that it exercised due diligence to make the ship seaworthy at 
commencement of voyage.—Ibid. 

In libel for damages to cargo injured by water on bursting 
of hose used to press up deep tank, examination and passing of 
hose by vessel owner’s purchasing agent did not relieve owner 
from liability for damages because, even if such inspection was 
proper, it applied only to new hose and new hose was not used. 
—Ibid. 

In libel for damages to cargo, injured by water on bursting 
of hose used to press up deep tank of vessel, evidence held to 
show that as respects such hose vessel was unseaworthy at 
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commencement of voyage, and that such unseaworthiness was 
caused by want of due diligence in discovering latent defects in 
hose by proper inspection.—Ibid. 

The fact that damage to cargo was caused by failure to close 
lid of ventilator, through which water entered when hose used 
to press up deep tank burst, held not to exonerate ship from 
liability under either Harter act (Comp. St., secs. 8029-805) or 
Hague Rules 1921, art. 4, sec. 2, since, even if failure to close 
ventilator lid was sole cause of the damage, such failure was 
not an error in the management of the ship, but was negligence «» 
in the care and custody of the cargo, for which the ship was 
responsible under Harter act, sec. 1.—Ibid. 


OIL OPINION WITHDRAWN 


Attorney-General Sargent has withdrawn an opinion ren- 
dered by him in April, 1926, to the effect that petroleum carried 
from California in foreign ships, landed at New Orleans and 
there processed, and the product forwarded to a foreign port, 
was not being transported in violation of the coastwise shipping 
laws of the United States. Mr. Sargent has withdrawn his 
opinion so as to allow the question as to the law on the subject 
to be passed upon by the courts. His opinion has made it impos- 
sible for the Department of Commerce, the branch of the gov- 
ernment directly interested, to obtain a judicial declaration of the 
law, by seizing a foreign ship engaged in such transiting of 
oil, by stopping at an American port for refining or blending of 
its cargo. Collectors of customs at New Orleans, La., and San 
Pedro, Calif., have been directed to make such seizures. 

The question of the right of a foreign flag ship to engage 
in transportation of that sort was raised in connection with the 
operations of an Anglo-Mexican Petroleum Co. tanker. D. B. 
Carson, commissioner of navigation in the Department of Com- 
merce, ruled that no foreign ship could engage in that sort of 
transportation between American ports on the one hand and 
a foreign port on the other. 

Protest against the ruling was made by the American Steam- 
ship Owners’ Association. The Shipping Board, at the instigation 
of the American owners, also took part in the discussion pro- 
voked by the ruling. 

Attorney-General Sargent said that “so long as the ultimate 
destination of the American product is a foreign port and the 
product is eventually transported to its ultimate destination, 
the mere fact that the continuity of the transportation is inter- 
rupted by stoppage at an intermediate American port does not 
constitute a violation of section 27.” He based his opinion on 
the Bermuda case, 3 Wall. 514, in which the Supreme Court of 
the United States, in disposing of a civil war blockade runner 
case, laid down the ultimate destination doctrine. In that case 
the court said that transshipment at Nassau made no difference; 
that if the rebel port was direct or ulterior, transshipment could 
not break the continuity of the transportation. The United 
States government has applied that rule in the matter of Cana- 
dian grain. 

In this oil case Mr. Sargent said that the continuity of the 
transportation, although interrupted at New Orleans, remained 
unchanged and unbroken until the product reached its final 
destination. 


SUPREME COURT ACTION 


Petitions for writs of certiorari were denied by the Supreme 
Court of the United States, October 17, in the following cases: 


_No. 298. R. A, Jeanneret, petitioner, vs. Chicago, Burlington & 
Quincy, to the Circuit Court of Appeals for the Seventh Circuit. The 
petitioner sought to recover reparation on shipments of hay,, grain 
and grain products that moved in the period October 20, 1921, to 
January 2, 1922, on the ground that the Commission found, on Octo- 
ber 20, 1921, that the rates in issue were unreasonable. The rates, 
however, did not become effective until January 2, 1922. 

No. 287. Pennsylvania Railroad, petitioner, vs. Steamship Harvey 
H. Brown et al., to the Circuit Court of Appeals for the Second Cir- 
cuit. This action arose out of a collision in New York harbor be- 
tween a carfloat and the Harvey H. Brown. 

No. 311. International Great Northern, petitioner, vs. Jessie B. 
Adkins et al., to the Circuit Court of Appeals of the Fifth Circuit. 
This was a proceeding that grew out of a personal injury case. 

No. 314. Angola Transfer Co., petitioner, vs. Texas & Pacific, to 
the Circuit Court of Appeals for the Fifth Circuit. This was a suit 
to recover $28,000 for loss of a steam towboat resulting from its hull 
having been pierced while passing through a draw of a bridge of 
the railroad over the Old River. 

No. 315. S. A. Swanson, petitioner, vs. Luckenbach Steamship 
Co., to the Circuit Court of Appeals for the Ninth Circuit. Personal 
injury case. 

No. 324. Otto C. Kurtz, administrator, petitioner, vs. Detroit, 
Toledo & Ironton, to the Supreme Court of Michigan. Personal in- 
jury case. 


SHIPPING DAMAGE CASE 


The Department of Justice has been advised that the Circuit 
Court of Appeals for the Second Circuit has affirmed the ruling 
of the District Court for the Southern District of New York, 
awarding damages in the amount of $7,000, which has been 
ordered paid to the Kemsley Millbourn Company, growing out of 
a claim against the United States steamship “Morristown.” 
Damages were claimed by this company in the amount of $11,000, 
arising out of a shipment of 34 cases of brass nails from New 
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Zealand to New York. The bill of lading permitted a transship- 
ment and the government contended that the cargo had been 
transshipped to another vessel at Sydney, New South Wales, 
properly consigned to New York, and after that vessel, the 
steamship “Canastota,” had left the port she was never again 
heard of. The controversy involved the question as to the de- 
lay in the movements of the steamship “Morristown” before the 
transshipment and also the authenticity of the order on the bill. 
of lading authorizing the-transshipment. The court held that 
there was a deviation of the shipment and that the shippers 
evere entitled to recover damages. 


ACCUSED OF FALSE BILLING 


The Commission has been advised that the Washington 
Fruit and Produce Company of Yakima, Wash., has been fined | 
$7,500 on a plea of guilty to an indictment, in ten counts, re-| 
turned by the grand jury at Yakima, on account of alleged false 
billing of ten carload shipments of fruit. The information given 
to the Commission was that the fruit company pleaded guilty 
and that the court assessed a fine of $750 per count, making the 
aggregate the sum before mentioned. 

The case was investigated by one of the special agents of 
the Commission’s bureau of inquiry, who helped the United 
States attorney in putting the facts before the grand jury. 

The indictment alleged that the fruit company tendered its 
shipments to the carrier on shipping orders which represented 
that the cars contained a certain number of standard boxes of 
apples, whereas the cars actually contained not only more boxes 
of apples than represented, but, in a number of instances, also 
contained large quantities of pears, concerning which no men- 
tion was made in the shipping orders. It further alleged that 
this practice resulted in a defeat of the lawful freight charges 
in violation of section 10 of the interstate commerce act. Some 
of the shipments originated on the line of the Northern Pacific 
and the others originated on the line of the Oregon-Washing- 
ton Railroad and Navigation Co. 





LOS ANGELES STATION CASE 


In briefs in No. 14778, City of Los Angeles vs. Los Angeles 
& Salt Lake et al., commonly known as the Los Angeles union 
passenger station case, the complainant, the defendant and the 
California railroad commission, intervener, discuss the ques- 
tions of power possessed in such matters by the state and 
federal commissions. Particular discussion is made on the 
contention of the carriers that issuance of orders requiring 
them to make an expenditure of about $10,000,000 for the sep- 
aration of the grades of their roads and the streets of the city 
and the construction of the passenger station would be in viola- 
tion of the guarantee of the Constitution of the United States. 

The city and the California commission take the position 
that the state commission and the federal commission, com- 
bined, have the power to require what is proposed. The Salt 
Lake, Santa Fe and the Southern Pacific, the carriers involved, 
take the position that there is no such power; also that if the 
provisions of the statutory law on the subject of extensions of 
a railroad’s lines are construed to authorize the Commission, 
by means of certificates of convenience and necessity, to re- 
quire them to extend their lines, then the Constitution will be 
violated. 

“The single issue is whether you (the federal commission) 
will now go forward and confirm your former order by issuing 
a final decision in conformity therewith,” is the way the com- 
plainant states the question now before the federal body. In 
saying that it referred to the report of the Commission dated 
July 6, 1925. In that report the federal body found the pas- 
senger stations of the Santa Fe and the Salt Lake “unreason- 
able and inadequate” and that the railroad service, except in- 
dustrial switching, should be eliminated from Alameda street, 
which would force the Southern Pacific to move. The Com- 
mission further found that the carriers were in a position to 
provide station facilities and that “the expense involved will 
not impair their ability to perform their duties to the public.” 

The California commission takes the position that the fed- 
eral body has full power and authority to make the affirmative 
order requested by the city of Los Angeles. 

Notice of an intention to appeal to the courts is given by 
the railroads in their statement of facts about the case. They 
said that they had filed applications for rehearing before the 
‘California commission but that such applications had not been 
acted upon. They said that if the applications were denied it 
‘was their intention to take such steps and to file such actions 
or proceedings in the courts as might be necessary to have the 
California order reviewed, set aside and annulled. 

The carriers, in their brief, said the Commission had no 
authority to issue any certificates of public convenience and 
necessity under paragraphs 18 to 20 of section 1 of the inter- 
state commerce act or to make any order under paragraph 21 
of section 1, requiring them to construct a union station in 
Los Angeles, or to do or perform any of the things specified in 
findings 3, 5 and 6 of the Commission’s decision of July 6, 1925, 


THE TRAFFIC. WORLD 









Vol. XL, No. 17 





against the will of and without their consent. They asserted 
that paragraph 18 conferred on the Commission the power to 
restrict railroads from making improper competitive and spec- 
ulative extensions and was never intended to confer the power 
to compel the construction of a new line, much less the con- 
struction of a union passenger terminal in a case “where, as 
here, the station would be the principal thing, and the exten- 
sion of lines the incident.” They said it was never intended 
that any one other than the carrier itself might apply for and 
obtain such approval, for an extension, and a certificate au- 
thorizing it. They asserted it could not be held for a moment 
that the Commission, by the paragraphs of section 1 mentioned, 
had been given carte blanche to require existing railroad com- 
panies to build anywhere and everywhere. 

Further, the railroads said that “to order defendants to con- 
struct a union passenger station or to do or to perform any of 
the things specified in findings 3, 5 and 6 of this Commission’s 
decision of July, 1925, would be in contravention of the fifth 
amendment to the Constitution of the United States.” 

Another point made by the railroads was that extensions 
of railroad and acquisition of new lands and participation in 
union station construction on new lands were questions of pol- 
icy and management. The carriers said the courts had recog- 
nized the distinction between power to regulate the service of 
utility corporations on the one hand and the management of 
the property and business of such corporations on the other. 


REDUCED LUMBER RATES 


Reduced freight rates on southern pine shipments over 
southwestern lines to Texas and south Oklahoma are announced 
by A. G. T. Moore, traffic manager of the Southern Pine Associa- 
tion, in a letter to members. He set forth the agreement 
reached with the carriers as follows: 


You are aware that we have been negotiating with the South- 
western lines for reductions in freight rates to Texas and south 
Oklahoma consuming points. These negotiations finally terminated 
in an agreement on the part of the Southwestern lines to reduce 
rates to these destination points, from Arkansas, Louisiana (west 
of the Mississippi River) and Texas producing points, generally speak- 
ing, 3 cents per 100 pounds. It was agreed between our commitee 
and the carriers that the reduced rates from all producing points 
should be made effective at once. 

After having reached an agreement it was necessary to secure 
permission from the Texas Railroad Commission to publish the Texas 
intrastate readjustment. That Commission approved the new intra- 
state rates and authorized their publication effective September 15, 
1927. The Arkansas and Louisiana carriers meanwhile found it im- 
possible to compile, publish and file their Texas tariff with the Inter- 
state Commerce Commission sufficiently early to make effective the 
reductions from their originating points to Texas destinations on 
September 15. 

Accordingly, in pursuance of our policy the Texas Railroad Com- 
mission was requested to postpone the effective date of the Texas 
intrastate rates. The Texas Commission amended its order to make 
same effective on October 15, 1927. Again, the Arkansas and Louisi- 
ana originating carriers found it impossible to compile, publish and 
file their Texas tariff with the I. C. C. on September 15, which would 
have permitted the rates to become effective on statutory notice 30 
days later, or October 15, 1927. They, however, requested of the In- 
terstate Commerce Commission through what is known as a Sixth 
Section application, authority to make effective the Arkansas and 
Louisiana reductions to Texas on less than statutory notice, or in other 
words, October 15, 1927, the same date on which the Texas intrastate 
rates will become effective. The Interstate Commerce Commission re- 
fused to grant the carrier’s request. 

Under statutory notice the Louisiana and Arkansas reductions 
would become effective November 15. The I. C. C., although re- 
fusing to permit these rates to become effective October 15, 1927, did 
authorize the carriers to make them effective November 1, 1927. The 
carriers then asked the Texas Railroad Commission to again postpone 
the effective date of the Texas intrastate rates to November 1, but 
the Texas Commission declined to further postpone the effective date 
of such rates. Meanwhile every effort has been made to have the 
Interstate Commerce Commission reconsider its order, but as yet 
without success. 

The present status of the matter is, that the Texas intrastate 
reductions became effective October 15. The Arkansas and Louisi- 
ana reductions to Texas will become effective November 1. Reductions 
to points in Oklahoma on and south of the Ft. Smith & Western 
Railroad from Arkansas, Louisiana and Texas producing points will 
become effective November 1. ~ 

In the meantime, all possible efforts are being exerted to prevail 
upon the Interstate Commerce Commission to permit the Arkansas 
and Louisiana originating lines to make the new rates effective prior 
to November 1 and as near to October 15, 1927, as possible. 

We are completely reissuing our Texas Tariff No. 1 having just 
received a printer’s proof of the Texas intrastate tariff and will mail 
same to you at the earliest possible moment. Failure to receive this 
tariff rendered it impossible for us to reissue our own tariff sooner. 

Rates to Oklahoma have been revised and are published in our 
Tariff No. 2. 


SOUTH SHORE LINE EQUIPMENT 


Two more 80-ton electric locomotives for freight service on 
the Chicago, South Shore & South Bend Railroad have been 
ordered. On delivery, about March 1, 1928, these two will bring 
the electric freight power equipment of the South Shore Line 
to a total of eight locomotives. The purchase was brought 
about by the increase in freight business of the line in the last 
year. Maintenance of the fast running time and overnight serv- 
ice of the company, between Chicago and South Bend, coupled 
with a rapidly growing carload business coming from all parts 
of the country, makes this addition to power equipment im- 
perative, it is stated. 
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October 22, 1927 


THE TRAFFIC WORLD 


Freight Rates 


Tenth of a Series of Fifty-two Articles on This Subject, Written for the Traffic World, 
by G. Lloyd Wilson, Ph.D., Assistant Professor of Commerce and 
Transportation, University of Pennsylvania 


Rate Making and Breaking Points 


The impracticability of making rates from every point of 
origin to every destination point in the United States has given 
rise to the practice of making rates between a limited number 
of important centers and using the rates to such points as the 
bases on which rates to the surrounding territory are made. 
In some instances, the rates are made by adding differentials 
to the base rates, while in other cases the same rates as those 
to the basing points are applied to surrounding towns. Charges 
to the rate basing points are used, in the same way, in conjunc- 
tion with those applying from the basing points to final des- 
tinations, or the base rates are applied to groups of origin points. 

Basing points were, for many years, important in the rate 
structure of the South. The rates from other territories were 
made to the basing points, which included the ports, and later 
the important inland cities served by several competing rail- 
roads. The local rates from the basing points to the final des- 
tinations were added to the rates to the basing points to arrive 
at the through rate to destinations. This practice was followed 
even when the distance from the point of origin to final des- 
tination was shorter than from the originating point to the 
basing point. Higher rates for shorter than for longer hauls 
were common in the South. There has been a decided drift 
away from such violations of the long-and-short-haul clause of 
the fourth section of the amended interstate commerce act. 
The carrier must obtain the specific approval of the Interstate 
Commerce Commission on applications to publish rates on a 
higher basis for shorter hauls than for longer on the same 
traffic, in the same direction, on the same line, the shorter hauls 
being included within the longer. 


Southern Base Points 


Basing points still exist, however, many of them in southern 
territory. Atlanta, Ga., an important railroad crossing city, and 
one of the important basing points in the former system of 
making southern rates, is a leading southern rate making point 
now. Athens, Macon, Albany, Waycross, Brunswick, Savannah, 
Augusta, Rome, Columbus Fitzgerald Valdosta Thomasville and 
Americus are other important southern rate making points in 
Georgia. Jacksonville, Palatka and Tallahassee, Fla., are lead- 
ing rate points in that state. Montgomery, Florence and Bir- 
mingham are rate centers in Alabama. Chattanooga, Tenn., is 
another important rate making point. In Carolina territory, 
Raleigh, Winston-Salem, Durham, and Charlotte, N. C., Danville, 
Va., Bristol and Knoxville, Tenn., and Spartanburg, Anderson, and 
Florence, S. C., are basing points of primary importance. 


New Orleans, La., Natchez, Hattiesburg, Gulfport, Vicksburg, 
Jackson, Winona, West Point, Tupelo and Corinth, Miss.; Mem- 
phis, and Paris, Tenn., are principal rate making points in South- 
ern Mississippi Valley territory. 


Central Freight Association Rate Centers 


In Central Freight Association territory, Akron, Zanesville, 
Cleveland, Canton, Cincinnati, Columbus, Dayton and Toledo, 
O.; Louisville, Ky.; Detroit, Grand Rapids and Battle Creek, 
Mich.; Pittsburgh, Pa.; Evansville, Indianapolis and Terre Haute, 
Ind., and Wheeling, W. Va., are principal bases. 


Further west in Central Freight territory are Chicago, Joliet, 
Streator, Quincy, Springfield, Rockford, Neponsit and East Bur- 
lington, Ill.; St. Louis, Mo.; Paducah, Ky.; and Milwaukee, Wis. 


Trunk Line Rates 


In Trunk Line and New England territories, important bas- 
ing points include Boston and Fall River, Mass.; Portland, Me.; 
Providence, R. I.; New York City, Albany, Buffalo, Troy, Utica, 
Oswego, Syracuse, Rochester Watertown Ogdensburg and Ithaca, 
N. Y.; Philadelphia, Connellsville, and Johnstown, Pa.; Balti- 
more, Md.; Washington, D. C.; Norfolk, Newport News, Lynch- 
burg, Charlottesville, Richmond, Strasburg and Fredericksburg, 
Va.; Grafton, Bellington, and Elkins, W. Va.; and Stanstead, 
Quebec, Canada. 

In the southwest, Oklahoma City, Tulsa, Okmulgee, Shawnee, 
Ardmore, Guthrie, McAlester, Cherokee, Comanche and Fort Sill 
are important basing points in Oklahoma. Dallas, Fort Worth, 
Waco, Houston, Austin, San Antonio, Tex.; and Texarkana, 
Ark.-Tex., are basing points, and in Louisiana, west of the Mis- 
sissippi River, Lake Charles, Monroe, Ruston, Shreveport, Min- 
den, Mansfield, and Alexandria are among the most important 
bases. The important cities and towns of the intermountain 
and Pacific coast are, in most cases, the important rate making 
points. 


Common Points 


Common points are usually those served by competing car- 
riers between which centers and points in other territories the 
rates are usually blanketed or made on an equal basis. Common 
points are found throughout the United States, particularly in 
the West and Southwest. 

In Colorado, Denver, Pubelo, Trinidad, Colorado Springs, and 
a number of other cities, towns, and junctions are designated 
as common points. Little Rock, Hot Springs, and Bauxite are 
important Arkansas common points. 

In Utah, Salt Lake City, Provo, and Ogden are the most. 
important common points. 

Montana has Butte, Helena, Boulder, Anaconda, Deer Lodge, 
Garrison, Warm Springs, Silver Bow, and Mullan as the prin- 
cipal points. 

The Central Northwest has the Duluth-St. Paul-Winona, Min- 
nesota common points group, including Duluth, Minneapolis, 
Minnesota Transfer, St. Paul, Stillwater, and Winona, Minn.; 
Chippewa Falls, Eau Claire, Superior, La Cross, Walbridge, and 
Grantsburg, Wis.; and Hancock, Trout Creek, Escanaba, and 
Corrine, Mich. 

In the Far West a group of points near Spokane, Wash., 
are known as Spokane rate points. This group including Ever- 
green, Pasco, Dry Creek, Dalkena, Eltopia, Kennewick, Two 
River, Whitman, Walla Walla, and Spokane Wash.; Medimont 
Deep Creek, and Harrison, Idaho; and Ferndale and Hermiston, 
Ore. 


Important common points in Texas territory include Gal- 
veston, Houston, Corpus Christi, San Antonio, Austin, Beaumont, 
Waco, Dallas, and Fort Worth. 


Termini 


The cities at which important rail carriers terminate their 
lines are known as termini or terminals. At these points the 
carriers maintain facilities for the accommodiation of inbound 
and outbound carload and less-than-carload traffic as well as 
freight interchange facilities. In the past, these terminal points 
were points where the transportation service was interrupted. 
Originally, no facilities existed for through car loading or 
through billing. The freight was actually rebilled and trans- 
ferred at such terminals to the line selected to haul the goods 
beyond the rails of the central carriers. The termini, therefore, 
became important rate breaking points and this significance has 
not been entirely destroyed by the growth of the practice of 
through routing and free interchange of cars between the 
carriers. 

Western Termini of the Eastern Trunk Lines 


The original eastern trunk lines extended only as far west 
as the Buffalo-Erie-Pittsburgh-Wheeling line. The points became 
the boundary points of the eastern roads. When these roads 
extended their facilities to Chicago, Peoria, and St. Louis; the 
portions of the roads west of the Buffalo-Erie-Pittsburgh-Wheel- 
ing line were called Western Lines or Lines West. Thus the 
Pennsylvania Railroad terminating at Pittsburgh was referred 
to as the P. C. C. and St. L. and the P. F. W. and C., its western 
connections, as the Lines West of Pittsburgh; the Baltimore & 
Ohio called its line west of Wheeling the Baltimore and Ohio 
Western Lines. The Erie Western Lines and the Western Lines 
of the New York Central are other examples of the same tend- 
ency. 


Important termini of the eastern trunk lines include Buf- 
falo, Niagara Falls, Dunkirk, Suspension Bridge, Salamanca, 
Black Rock and North Tonawanda, N. Y.; Allegheny, Corry, 
Erie, Irvineton, Titusville, Oil City and Pittsburgh, Pa.; Charles- 
ton, Parkersburg, Huntington and Wheeling, W. Va.; Ashland, 
Ky.; and Belleaire, O. 


North Pacific Coast Terminals 


The transcontinental rail lines serving the Northern Pacific 
Coast territory maintain terminals at a number of points in 
Washington and Oregon. These terminals include Tacoma, 
Seattle, Bellington, Everett and Aberdeen, Wash.; Vancouver, 
British Columbia; Astoria and Portland, Ore. 

Other terminals worthy of note include Anacortes, Black 
River, Cosmopolis, Earlington, Freemont and Olympia, Wash.; 
Burlington, East Portland, and Portsmouth, Ore. 


California or South Pacific Coast Terminals 
The southern transcontinental roads maintain terminals 
within the state of California that are important rate and oper- 
ating points. The southern terminals include San Francisco, 
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Oakland, Oakland Wharf, Los Angeles, San Pedro, Fast San 
Pedro, San Diego, and Sacramento, Calif. 


Junction Points 


Junctions are the points served by competing or connecting 
carriers where physical facilities are maintained for the inter- 
change of freight from one road to another. These junctions may 
be terminals or simply important railroad freight interchange 
points. Chicago, an important terminal city, is served by several 
large belt lines which girdle the city, including the Elgin, Joliet 
and Eastern Railway, the Indiana Harbor Belt Railroad, the 
Chicago Junction Railway, and the Kankakee Belt Route. These 
lines have junctions with interchange facilities at a number of 
points with the railroads reaching Chicago. These points are 
known as Chicago junction points, and include South Chicago, 
Chicago Heights, Calumet Park, Blue Island, Hammond, West 
Hammond, Kankakee, Joliet, East Joliet, Highland, Hawthorne, 
Harvey, Grand Crossing, Bradley, West Pullman, Kensington, 
Matteson, Steele, Momence, Momence Transfer and other less 
important junctions in Illinois, and Hammond and Gibson, Ind. 

Junctions of roads in Central Freight Association with the 
western roads are located at Alton, Bloomington, Blue Island, 
Springfield, Streator, Peoria, Pekin, Kankakee, East Joliet, Calu- 
met, Chicago, Venice, Essex, Granite City, East Hannibal, East 
St. Louis, East Louisiana, and Santa Fe Junction, Ill.; Mani- 
towoc, Kewaunee, Milwaukee, Marinette, Sheboygan, Racine and 
Kenosha, Wis.; and Manistique, Menominee, Mackinaw City 
and other points in Michigan; and at Gibson and Hammond, Ind. 

Other important junction points include the junctions be- 
tween the eastern and southern roads at the Ohio River cross- 
ings and Virginia gateways; the connections between south- 
western and southeastern roads at the Mississippi River cross- 
ings; between southwestern and Mexican roads at the Rio 
Grande crossings, and between southwestern and far western 
roads at the Missouri River crossings. These special types of 
junctions are discussed below. Junctions between New England, 
Canadian, and Trunk Line roads are located, among other 
points, at New York City, Binghamton, Watertown, Rouse’s 
Point, Albany, and Troy, N. Y.; and Wilkesbarre and Scranton, 
Pa. 

Crossings 


River crossings are the points at which the carriers have 
established physical facilities for the interchange of traffic where 
the rails are interrupted by river barriers. These points were 
‘ breaking points in the movement of freight traffic before the 
building of railroad bridges across the broader rivers. With 
the completion of the bridge facilities, traffic could be inter- 
changed without delay, byt the significance of the river crossing 
junctions as important traffic and operating points still remains. 
Important groups of river crossings are the Ohio River crossings, 
the Mississippi River crossings, the Missouri River crossings 
and the Rio Grande crossings on the Texas-Mexico boundary 
line. These points mark the junctions of roads of one section 
with roads of another via bridge or ferry. 


Ohio River Crossings 


Ohio River crossings are the junctions of Central Freight 
Association roads with those operating into the south. The 
important crossings include Brookport, Gale, Mounds, Cairo, 
Joppa, Thebes and Thebes Transfer, Ill.; Evansville, Jefferson- 
ville, Madison, and New Albany, Ind.; Cincinnati, O.; Louisville, 
Frankfort and Paducah, Ky. 


Mississippi River Crossings 


Mississippi River crossings fall into three groups, the Upper, 
Middle and Lower River crossings. The upper group includes 
Burlington, Davenport and Dubuque, Ia.; Moline, Quincy and 
Rock Island, Ill. The Mississippi River crossings of the middle 
group include Alton, Ill.; Cairo, Ill.; East St. Louis, Ill.; Lou- 
isiana, Mo.; St. Louis, Mo. 

The Lower Mississippi River crossings include Memphis, 
Tenn.; Greenville, Natchez and Vicksburg, Miss.; and New 
Orleans, La. 

Missouri River Crossings 


The Western Trunk Lines and the roads operating into the 
far west connect with one another, in many instances, at the 
crossings of the Missouri River. Some lines operate through 
Western Trunk Line territory into the west and southwest as 
through routes. These roads also cross the Missouri River at 
the crossings named below: Sioux City, Pacific Junction and 
Council Bluffs, Ia.; St. Joseph, Sugar Creek, and Kansas City, 
Mo.; Kansas City, Armourdale, Leavenworth and Atchison, Kan.; 
and Nebraska City, Omaha and South Omaha, Neb., are impor- 
tant crossing and junction points on the river. 


Rio Grande Crossings 


Along the Texas-Mexico international boundary line, the 
United States railroads are separated from the Mexican lines 
by the Rio Grande. This stream is bridged by railroad crossings 
at Brownsville, Tex., across from Matamoros, Mexico; at Laredo, 
Tex., which is across the river from Neuvo Laredo, Mexico; 
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again at Eagle Pass, Tex., which has Cuidad Porforio Diaz as 
the opposite point in Mexico; and at El Paso, Tex., opposite 
Cuidad Jaurez, Mexico. These four pairs of points are the im- 
portant connections between American and Mexican railroads. 
Through traffic is handled by international freight forwarders 
located at these cities. Rates are made to the crossings for 
export, but few through rates are made on traffic moving be- 
tween the countries. 
Gateways 


Gateways are the points at which freight, moving between 
two sections of the country, is interchanged from one trans- 
portation line to another. These connecting points may be 
river crossings or important junctions and specially designated 
as such or the term gateway applied, indicating the point at 
which the traffic flows from one territory to another. Alexan- 
dria, Norfolk, Newport News, Hampton Roads, Richmond, Lynch- 
burg, Lexington, and Shenandoah Junction are important Virginia 
gateways between the eastern and southern territories. Cum- 
berland, Md., Shippensburg, Pa., and Hagerstown, Md., are others 
in this group of gateways between the north and south. The 
western termini of the eastern trunk lines from Buffalo, N. Y., 
through Pittsburgh, Pa., to Wheeling, W. Va., are gateways be- 
tween Central Freight Association and Eastern Trunk Line 
territories. 

Chicago, Duluth, Milwaukee, St. Louis are gateways between 
the east and west, and Santa Fe, Albuquerque, and Deming, 
N. M., are gateways between the Pacific Coast and Southwestern 
territories. 

Yards and Terminals 


A railroad freight yard is a system of tracks and other 
facilities for the making up and breaking up of trains, the 
storage of cars, or for loading or unloading of freight. The 
terminals include, in addition to yard and tracks, piers, elevators, 
warehouses, ground storage yards, freight stations, and, in some 
cases, lighterage and ferry facilities. The terminals are usually 
equipped with sidings by which carload freight is delivered to 
industrial plants and outbound cars delivered to the railroad. 
Team tracks are provided at which shippers and consignees of 
carolad freight not equipped with industrial sidings may load 
or unload carload freight. Wide driveways are placed between 
such tracks to give teams access to the cars placed for loading 
or unloading. Stations are provided at which shippers may 
deliver outbound less-carload freight and receive inbound ship- 
ments. These stations are numerous in large centers. Each 
competing road serving the city strives to establish stations at 
locations convenient to shippers and consignees. Elevators are 
provided for storage of grain in transit, or unclaimed at des- 
tination, open space is necessary to store rough non-perishable 
materials on the ground awaiting reshipment and piers and har- 
bor craft, lighters, car floats or ferries and tugs must often be 
provided to handle rail and water traffic or to perform shipside 
or across river deliveries. 

Important yards are located in the Jersey terminals ad- 
jacent to New York City. Here carload and less-carload traffic 
is brought by the eastern trunk lines to the piers on the Jersey 
side and conveyed by lighters and car floats to vessels in the 
harbor or to the piers on Manhattan Island. Among such yards 
are Harsimus Cove, Greenville, Kearney, Weehawken, the Jersey 
City yards, Newark and Port Newark, N. J. 

At Portland, Me., the Grand Trunk has an important group 
of terminal facilities. This port is the winter port of the road 
through which export grain is handled. At Philadelphia, Pa., 
the Reading Company and the Pennsylvania Railroad operate the 
famous Port Richmond and Greenwich Point yards, where coal 
from the Pennsylvania field is stored and reshipped to New 
England and other eastern points by barge or coastwise vessel 
lines. At Baltimore the B. and O. maintains elaborate terminals 
at Sparrow’s Point and other junctions with rail and water lines. 
The gigantic Potomac Yards, outside of Washingten, D. C., are 
a group of gateways between the eastern and southern lines. 
Here the R. F. and P., the B. and O., the Southern, the Penn- 
sylvania Railroad, and the Chesapeake and Ohio, operating 
directly into the yard and other roads operating into it over the 
tracks of these roads, interchange a tremendous volume of traffic. 

The Pennsylvania System operates large yards at Hagers- 
town and Perryville, Md., Harrisburg, Enola, Altoona, Hollidays- 
burg, Williamsport, Erie, Conway, Pitcairn and Pittsburgh, Pa.; 
Crestline, Cleveland, Cincinnati, Toledo and Columbus, O.; 
Canandaigua, Elmira, Buffalo, Olean and Salamanca, N. Y.; 
Logansport, Richmond, Indianapolis and Terre Haute, Ind.; and 
East St. Louis and Chicago, III. 

At New Orleans are the great yards of the Southeastern 
Mississippi carriers and the terminals of the Morgan and Mal- 
lory coastwise steamship lines and the piers of the foreign lines. 
At Houston, Tex., are the terminals of the Texas rail lines and 
the Southern and other steamship companies. Another great 
southern yard is at Alexandria, La. Cleveland has the yards 
of the P. R. R., the N. Y. C., the Erie, the N. Y. C. and St. L., 
and other trunk line carriers. The West Albany yards, ad- 
jacent to Albany, N. Y., accommodate large volumes of inter- 
change traffic between Trunk Line and New England carriers. 
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At Buffalo and Black Rock, N. Y., are the yards of the eastern 
trunk lines and the roads operating into Central Freight Asso- 
ciation territory and into Canada, including the D. L: and W., 
the — the N. Y. C., the P. M., the Grand Trunk, aiid the 
Wabash. 


At East St. Louis, Ill., the Central Freight Association roads, 
including the Pennsylvania, the Baltimore and Ohio, the Wabash, 
the C. C. C. and St. L., the C. and E. I., and the Southern, the 
L. and N., the M. and O., and other southern and eastern roads 
have their yards. These roads had no connections across the 
Mississippi until the completion of the Eads Bridge in 1876. 
The western roads, on the other hand, terminated at St. Louis, 
Mo., and acquired the more desirable terminal sites. The east- 
ern roads were obliged, therefore, to provide large terminal yards 
at East St. Louis. 


Hagerstown, Md., is the site of another group of yards of 
eastern and sotherii roads. Harlem River and Maybrook Yards, 
N. Y., Shipperisburg, Pa., Cumberland, Md., Corning, N. Y., Pit- 
cairn, Pa., and Alexandria, Va., are other important eastern yards. 

The Chicago terminals have been discussed previously. 
Important yards are located at each of the important belt line 
and railroad junctions, particularly at Joliet, South Chicago, 


Blue Island and Hanimond. Indiana Harbor atid Gary, Ind., are 
other important yard points. Minnesota Transfer, operated by 
the roads serving Minneapolis and St. Paul, Minn., is a joint 
clearing house for freight traveling over all of the lines, includ- 
ing the C. B. & Q., the GC. G. W., the C. R. I. and P., the C., St. 
P. M. and O., the M. and St. L., the M. St. P. and 8S. 8. M., the 
G. N. and the N. P. 

Albuquerque, N. M., is the site of large yards of the Santa 
Fe System. Deming, in the same state, has the yards of the 
Santa Fe and the Southern Pacific. The C. B. & Q., the C. R. L 
and P., the D. and R. G. W., the U. P., the Santa Fe and the 
Colorado and Southern operate a large joint yard at Denver, 
Colo. At Ogden, Utah, the D. and R. G. W., the Southern Pacific 
and the Union Pacific have great terminal yard facilities. Nearly 
all the large cities and junction points of Intermountain and 
Pacific Coast territories have large yards at or near this point. 
These locations include the north Pacific and California ter- 
minals and many of the Montana, Colorado and Utah common 
points. 

Railroad freight yards in themselves have little or no rate 
significance. They are often located, however, at the termini 
of rail lines or at junction points with other carriers which have 
been or are important rate breaking points. 
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CONSOLIDATED §S. W. CASES 


Editor The Traffic World: 

In The Traffie World of October 15, page 8386, there ap- 
peared ati artiéle felating to a petition filed by the undersigned 
f6t Féopéning of the consolidated southwestern cases, so far as 
soap fates are cOriceriiéd. ; o 
In attempting to state the purport 6f this petition your eor- 
respondent has misinterpreted its context in such manner as to 

ive an erroneous impression thereof, and one which is not 
aif to thé Commission. 

Your article states that the petitioners therein declare that 
the Commission, in several acts, “misled them,” etc., and that 
we were, “misled into believing” etc., certain facts. 

The basis for the petition is the misinterpretation aiid mis- 
understanding existing on the part of the petitioners, as to the 
scope of the cases referred to, as is clearly stated in the second 
séntence of the petition as follows: 


The basis for this pétition {s found in a misunderstanding and 
misapprehension which your péetitiotiers had as to the scope of these 
cases, so far as soap rates were conceriied: 


Other statements, leading to the same conclusion niay bé 
found throughout the petition. The following extracts are 
typical: 


In order to appreciate the misapprehension under which your 
petitioners have labored, it is necessary to thoroughly understand 
the chronology of events in the Procter & Gamble case and in the 
Consolidated Southwestern cases. 

(eh: the sub-complainants felt that that case, and not the 
aaa case, was the one wherein soap rates were to be fiftally 

. 

Th an effort to avoid a conflict between the two cases, anid to 
make certain that their firmly established opinion was correct, cer- 
tain of the soap manufacturers appearing at the hearing of the 
Southwestern cases * * * 

* * * that they ‘(petitioners)’? had assumed that the complete 
record made in the’ Procter & Gamble case would furnish the basis 
for the Southwestern rates * * * 

_ Petitioners still had in mind the Commission’s denial of the car- 
riers’ petition to consolidate the Procter & Gamble case with the 
Southwestern case, and accordingly interpreted this sentence as 
notice that the rates prescribed might be subject to re-alignment 
in certain particulars, but not to any change in levels. On two 
occasions, after the entry of the order in the Procter & Gamble 
Case, the Commission took specific action which convinced the ship- 
— that they were correct in their interpretation of this reserva- 
ion. . 
If we were in error in assuming that the Procter & Gamble case 
would control our soap rates, instead of the Southwestern cases, may 
we not now be permitted to correct that error? 

: But regardless of the propriety of the shippers’ action in ignor- 
ing the Consolidated Southwestern case as a soap case * * *, 


We are enclosing a marked copy of the exceptions, so that 
you may see that‘there is no basis for the assertion that we 
claim the Commission misled us. If your correspondent had in 
mind the single sentence on page 16, it should be noted that 
the Commission’s action is described in the following paragraph 
as being but one of several factors upon which our interpreta- 
tion was based. 

You will note from the petition that the various actions 





taken by the Commission are cited as merely confirming the 
opinion independently formed by the péfitioners themselves, and 
at no place is there even an insinuation that the Commission 
misled us. We ask that you give the foregoing portion of this 
letter a degree of publicity equal to that given the original 
report of the Commission, as we feel that this is only fair to 
the Commission. 

In the interests of accuracy, we call your attention to an- 
othelr error in the same article: 


Another allegation is that there was no testimony to show why 
soap should take column 35 per cent of first class rates which is 
the new name of what used to be called fifth class. They said they 
believed that upon a complete record the Commission would find 
that column 30 should properly apply on soap. 


Regardless of whether the above quoted sentence attributes 
to us the statement that column 35 is the new basis for fifth 
class or Whether that is merely the interpolated comment of 
your correspondent, it is obviously incorrect, as you know 
column 38 was prescribed by the Commission as fifth class in 
the consolidated southwestern cases. 

John §. Burchmore, 
J. E. Kraseman, 


ae e. rege Ross D. a 
Si Te, B. E. Reed, : 
aie SS _. ee Paul E. Blanchard, "y 


= St. Dale C. Dillon. 
Chicago, Oct. 15, 1927. * 


We are publishing the abévé communication that no charge of 
injustice may be made. We have tead the petition referred to and 
we think, without quibbling about words and exact terms, that any- 
one reading it would get the idea that the manufacturers had told 
the Commission that it had done a number Of things that led them 
to believe that the Commission would not deal with rates on soap 
in the consolidated southwestern cases and that, theféfore, the manu- 
facturers had been misled by the Commission. mes - 

There was an error in the summary. The Commission éesignat 
column 88 as the new fifth class and not, as stated in the Sstmmary, 
column 33. Soap, in Western Classification, is rated fifth class. The 
Commission gave it column 35 rates. The new ones therefore, ate 
commodity rates lower than the classification rating. 

A corrected copy of the petition of the soap manufacturers has 
been filed with the Commission. It was filed, according to one of 
the attorneys, because of a printer’s error in transposing lines of 
type.—Editor The Traffic World. 


WHY THESE SECOND PORTS? “4 


Editor The Traffic World: 

In your issue of October 1, page 721, there is a paragraph 
headed: “How Many Second Ports Are There?” At the end 
of this article the statement is made that there is no definite 
rule for ranking ports. I do not agree with this statement, be- 
cause I think there are too many definite rules. I attach an 
outline that I have used for some time, in one form or another, 
to make it clear why we have every year five or six or possibly 
more second ports. 


Why So Many Ports Claim to Be ‘“‘Second Port” 
First—There are three official agencies compiling data on which 
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This isn’ 










October 22, 






And if you can shoot 18 holes with more zest than 18 birds 
we can tell you where open season for golf lasts all year. 
Below, we list a few of the many splendid courses along 
our way, but if you want more detailed information, any 
fellow sportsman of the C. & O. from the President on C 
down, will gladly give it, and most especially 


T. H. Gurney 
General Passenger Agent 
Richmond, Va. 


Ashland, Ky.: Bellefonte C. Club Norfolk,Va.: Norfolk Country Club 





Charleston, W. Va.: Edgewood Portsmouth,Va.: Portsmouth C. C. 
Country Club Richmond, Va. : Country Club of Va. 

Charlottesville, Va.: Albemarle Virginia Beach, Va.: Princess Anne 

Hampton, Va.: Hampton Roads Country Club 
Golf Club White Sulphur, W. Va.: Greenbrie: 

Hot Springs, Va.: Homestead Hotel Hotel 

Lexington,Va.: Lexington GolfC. | Yorktown,Va.: Yorktown Country 

Lynchburg, Va.: Oakwood C. Club Club 
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nidvertisement- 


for firearms nor hunting 
togs---but a warning that fall is 
really here and incidentally a sug- 
gestion for your Thanksgiving. 


It is a suggestion that you clean up the old gun---pack 
her up; chuck the mud-soiled corduroys in your bag 
and come on to Virginia. 





October 22, 1927 


Forget the smell and rush of elevators, the ring of that 
ever-interrupting telephone. Fill your lungs with 
frosty air that tingles the very marrow of your bones. 
Stop gazing down the barrel of your fountain pen and 
for it substitute the twin barrels of that tried and 
trusty Smith---gaze over its sights at veritable clouds 
of the gamest, fattest birds that ever tempted man. 


No, this isn’t ag’advertisement but a warning that fall 
is here, for down on the edge of a quiet marsh, fresh 
with the tang of spicy salt air, a wild goose has honked 
a challenge at us and we are taking him up, and invit- 
ing you down! 


Come on and let*us show you real sport---we know, 
for the C. & O. for many a hunting season has threaded 
its silver rails through Autumn’s best canvas, and we 
know where you will find a Sportsman’s Paradise. 





a M 
HESAPEAKE & OHIO 


a “T he ‘Road of Service” 


ountty 


y Club 
1%, * 
of Va. 



























these claims are based, no two of which agree in methods, units or 
results: 

1, The United States Bureau of Foreign and Domestic Commerce. 

2, The United States Shipping Board. 

3. The United States Army Engineers. 

No. 1 gives values and also quantities in various units. 

No. 2 gives quantities in long tons. 

No. 3 gives quantities in short tons and also values. : 

In some cases the data are conrpiled also by local agencies and 
claims are based on these. 

Second—The word “port” is used with two meanings: 

1. A customs district, which often includes more than one port. , 

2. A single port. 

Third—The claim is sometimes based on data that are out of date. 

Fourth—The claim is based on data of different kinds and scope: 

1. On the value of commerce: 

(1) Of foreign imports or exports or both combined. 

(2) Of foreign and coastwise commerce combined. 

(3) Of foreign, coastwise, inland and even ferry commerce com- 
bined. 

2. On the weight of cargoes: 

(1) Of foreign imports or exports or both combined. 

(2) Of foreign and coastwise commerce combined. 

(3) Of foreign, coastwise, inland and even ferry commerce cOm* 
bined. 

3. On the tonnage of vessels entered or both entered and cleared. 

(1) On gross tonnage. 

(2) On net tonnage. 

Every claim to port rank should state: 

1. Which of the three agencies is the source of the data. 

2. What kind or kinds of commerce the data covers. 

3. What period is covered. 

With this method there would still be many claims to second 
port rank but none of them would conflict. 

The United States Shipping Board has ranked New Orleans sec- 
ond in weight of foreign imports and exports combined every year 
since it began to compile the data in 1921 except for the calendar 
year 1926, when Baltimore took second place because of largely in- 
creased shipments of coal due tq the British coal strike. 


William Dinwiddie, Statistician, 
New Orleans Association of Commerce, 
New Orleans, La., Oct. 14, 1927. 


OPERATING AVERAGES 


Comparisons of selected items of freight service operating 
averages of Class I railroads, prepared by the bureau of statis- 
tics, have been issued by the Commission. One of the state- 
ments sets forth a comparison of selected items by regions and 
for the United States for the seven months ended with July, in 
the years 1920 to 1927, inclusive. This statement also contains 
comparisons for July, 1926, and July, 1927. The other state- 
ment contains comparisons of freight service operating aver- 
ages of individual roads with freight revenue over $15,000,000 
in 1926. These comparisons are for the six months ended with 
June in the years 1920 to 1927, inclusive, and for June, 1927, 
and June, 1926. The table for the United States follows: 


Comparison of selected items of freight service operating averages 
Class I steam railways, by regions. Seven months, 1920 to 1927, an 
July, 1927 vs. 1926, United States: 



































Seven Net ton- Gross 
months miles —Trainload— ton-miles 
ended per mile Gross (tons) per train- 
with of road (ex. Net hour (ex. 
July per day loco’s) (tons) loco’s) 
1920 5,072 ,41 700 14,690 
1921 3,888 1,415 643 16,323 
1922 3,971 1,442 650 6,781 
1923 5,310 1,518 712 16,305 
1924 4,761 1,550 696 17,805 
1925 5,028 1,640 731 19,460 
1926 5,385 1,699 750 20,414 
1927 *5,431 *1,761 *773 *21,666 
July, 1926 *5,714 1,778 *793 21,769 
July, 1927 5,227 *1,798 782 *22,736 
*Best record of the comparative period. 
Seven Netton- Aver- Car- Per Cars Lbs. of 
months’ miles age miles cent per per 1,000 
ended per car- per load- train g. t. m. 
with car- load car- ed of (ine. ca- — (inc. 
July dayt (tons) dayt total boose) 1oco’s)§ 
1920 473 *28.6 23.5 *70 35.8 
1921 375 27.9 21.5 62.2 38.0 164 
1922 385 26.2 22.4 65.7 38.7 159 
1923 508 28.2 27.2 66.1 39.2 166 
1924 451 26.8 25.9 65.0 40.9 154 
1925 469 26.9 27.0 64.5 43,1 141 
1926 50 27.0 29.3 63 4 
1927 *512 27.3 *29.8 63.0 *46.0 *132 
July, 1926 *5385 *27.6 *30.5 *63.5 46.2 121 
July, 1927 493 27.0 29.1 62.8 *47.2 *118 





fIncludes unserviceable cars. 


— a equivalent coal tonnage for fuel oil consumed. 
Data not available, 


*Best record of the comparative period. 


REVENUE FREIGHT LOADING 


Cars loaded with revenue freight the week ended October 8 
totaled 1,100,552, according to reports filed by the railroads with 
the car service division of the American Railway Association. 
Compared with the preceding week, this was a decrease of 25,838 
cars, decreases being reported in the loading of grain and grain 
products, coal, coke, forest products, ore and miscellaneous 








freight, and increases in the loading of live stock and mer. 
chandise and less than carload lot freight. The total for tiie 
week ended October 8 was a decrease of 74,376 cars under tie 
same week last year and 5,484 cars under the same week in 1925. 

Revenue freight loading by districts the week ended Octo. 
~ 8 and for the corresponding period of 1926 was reported as 
ollows: 


Eastern district: Grain and grain products, 7,154 and 7,921; live 
stock, 2,844 and 3,155; eoal, 41,084 and 53,340; coke, 2,212 and 
3,321; forest products, 4,676 and 5,192; ore, 4,706 and 4,276; mer- 
chandise, L. C. L., 72,088 and 73,297; miscellaneous, 103,524 and 107,- 
670; total, 1927, 238,288; 1926, 258,172; 1925, 242,157. 

Allegheny district: Grain and grain products, 3,276 and 3,372; 
live stock, 2,365 and 3,081; coal, 43,454 and 57,401; coke, 4,406 and 
5,777; forest products, 2,787 and 3,501; ore, 10,376 and_ 14,310; mer- 
chandise, L. C. L., 58,353 and 58,756; miscellaneous, 90,186 an@ 92,615: 
total, 1937, 215,203; 1926, 238,817; 1625, 213,750. 

ocahontas dist¥ict: Grain and grain products, 197 and 313; 
live stock, 830 and 363; coal, 44,848 and 45,720; coke, 381 and 631; 
forest products, 1,886 and 1,826; ore, 112 and 107; merchandise, L. C. L., 
7,957 and 7,383; miscellaneous, 6,532 and 6,355; total, 1927, 62,243; 1926, 
62,698; 1925, 59,972. he : 

Southern district: Grain and grain produtts, 3,526 and 3,727; live 
stock, 2,246 and 2,006; cal 29,695 And 28,379; coke, 572 and 877; for- 
ést products, 20,864 &h 39187; ore, 1,146 and 1,262; merchandise, 
LT, C.. Tay 44; and 43,098; miscellaneous, 60,269 and 66,258; total, 
1927, 162,407; 1926, 167,764; 1925, 166,171. 

Northwestern district: Grain and grain products, 19,020 and 
13,631; live stock, 9,982 and 11,877; coal, 10,782 and 10,521; coke, 1,317 
and 1,979; forest products, 15,894 and 18,192; ore, 31,509 and 45,618; 
merehandise, L. C. L., 385,880 and 84,500; miscellaneous, 44,448 and 
47,480; total, 1927, 168,782; 1926, 183,798; 1925, 167,519, : 

Central western district: Grain and grain products, 11,574 and 

13,375; live stock, 16,605 and 16,244; coal, 14,948 and 19,525; coke, 355 
and 464; forest products, 10,085 and 11,238: ore, 3,636. and 4,581; iner: 
chandise, L. C. L., 35,544 and 36,108; mincelaneots, 77,617 Gnd 72;969; 
total, 1987, 171,164: 1986, 173,504; 1925, 171,048; 
, Southwestern district: Grain atid grain products, 5,155 and 5,195; 
live stock, 4,317_ arid 4,045; coal, 6,118 and 7,030; coke, 212 and 241; 
forest products, 7,947 and 8,984; ore, 638 and 477; merchandise, L. C. L., 
17,568 and 17,822; miscellaneous, 40,510 and 46,381; total, 1937, 82,465; 
1926, 90,175; 1925, 85,419. 

Total, all roads: Grain and grain products, 49,902 and 47,534; 
live stock, 38,689 and 40,771; coal, 190,929 and 221,916; coke, 9,455 and 
13,290; forest prsoducts, 65,029 and 71,090; ore, 52,123 and 69,631; mer- 
chandise, L. C. L., 271,439 and 270,964; miscellaneous, 422,986 and 
439,732; total, 1927, 1,100,552; 1926, 1,174,928; 1925, 1,106,036. 


Loading of revenue freight this year compared with the two 
previous years follows: 


joet 1936 — 1925 | 

Five weeks in January......:..:..::.. 455 474 4,408,256 4,456;949 
Four weeks in February..... sissse.ss $,828,9 33677,33 3,623,047 
Four weeks in March...... ieecrhaants 4,016,395  3,877;397 3,702,413 
Five weeks in Apfil......... seectecees 4,890,749 4,791,006 4,710,90: 
Four weeks in May.::...:.. weerrrrite ok ri 5,88 3,869;30 
Four weeks in June. Te ee were 4,089,34 3,965;87 
Five weeks in Jilly.:.....:.i::3.....3-. 4,935;397 5,213,759 4,945,091 
Fout wéeks oa Be a eet ae 4,249,359 4,388,118 4,321,427 
Four weeks in September............. 4,360,022 4,523,112 4,297,936 
Week ended October 1................ 1,126,390 1,180,049 1,113,283 
Week ended October 8................ 1,100,552 1,174,928 1,106,036 
WORE ..ieswiewet saavawe Vesnevesawe 41,098,446 41,489,117 40,112,263 


. LUMBER SHIPMENTS . 
"There was little change in the activities of the lumber 
industry for the week ended October 15, when compared with 
reports for the preceding week, according to reports received 
by the National Lumber Manufacturers’ Association from ap- 
proximately 500 of the larger commercial lumber mills of the 
country. The 333 comparably reporting softwood mills showed 
no noteworthy change in production and orders, but a consid- 
erable decrease in shipments, when compared with reports from 
329 mills for the week earlier. In comparison with reports for 
the same period last year, production and shipments were about 
the same, with a notable decrease in new business. 

The 141 hardwood operations, when compared with reports 
from 128 mills for the previous week, showed increases in all 
three items. In comparison with the corresponding week a year 
ago, when 125 units reported, there was an increase in produc 
tion, a decrease in shipments and new business was about the 
same. 

The following table compares the lumber Movement, as 
reflected by the reporting mills of seven softwood, and two hard- 
wood, regional associations, for the three weeks indicated; 
000s omitted: 


Corresponding Preceding Wk., 

Past Week Week, 1926 1927 (Revised) 

Soft- Hard Soft- Hard- Soft- Hard- 

: ‘wood wood wood wood wood wood 

Mills ..........¢ 333 141 341 125 329 128 

Production 244,981 20,808 240,234 18,991 247,630 19,219 

Shipments 215,864 19,656 224,501 22,280 239,523 18,567 
Orders (New 

eee 207,834 22,014 238,074 22,199 212,117 20,092 


PERMANENT TRANSPORTATION EXHIBITION 


With the “Fair of the Iron Horse” of the Baltimore & Ohio 
as a nucleus, a permanent transportation exhibition is proposed 
for New York City by W. J. L. Banham, president of the New 
York Board of Trade and Transportation. The initial step has 
been taken in a recommendation to Daniel Willard, president 
of the Baltimore & Ohio, asking the active interest of Mr. Wil- 
lard and the company in the undertaking. 
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October 22, 1927 


uestions and Answers 


In this department will be answered questions of both legal and 
practical nature that confront persons dealing with traffic. A specialist 
on interstate commerce law, whois a member of our legal department, 
will give his opinion in answer to any simple question relating to the law 
of interstate transportation of freight. A traffic man of long experience 
and wide knowledge will answer Bog eee wanes 7 he practical traffic 
problems. We do not desire to the place of traffic man but to 
help him in his work. a 4 

The right is reserved to refuse to answer in this department any 
question, legal or traffic, that it may a to us unwise to answer 
or that involves a situation too complex for the kind of investigation 
herein contemplated. ; 

Address Questions and Answers Department, 
Traffic Service Corporation, Mills Building, Washington, D. C. 


i ro ter ae 
Q 





Rates—Through Routes and Joint Rates 


Georgia.—Question: Please advise us your opinion and In- 
terstate Commerce Commission decisions, if any, with reference 
to the following question: 

We are refiners of vegetable oils and are located locally on 
the A Railway, within the switching limits of city X. Frequently 
we buy oils at stations located on the C Railway Company, which 
stations can be reached by routing tanks via the A Railway 
to junction point Y and thence the C Railway, involving a much 
shorter haul than by routing via A Railway to city X, and thence 
C Railway Company. By routing via A Railway and junction 
point Y, we save both A and C Railway Company’s terminal 
switch at city X, but the C Railway Company restricts the rates 
from local stations on their line to apply only via their line 
(C Railway Co.), and desire to haul the oil a circuitous route 
rather than remove this restriction and set off at junction point 
Y for the C Railway. Oil refiners at city X get the benefit of 
the C Railway restriction, as they can get oil switched to them, 
but account of our location, we face a local rate or a specified 
switch charge in order to get cars placed. 


It appears to us the C Railway Company should be compelled 
to remove this unnecessary routing restriction and set cars from 
local stations on their line at junction point Y for the A Railway, 
which line (A Railway) would place at our plant and save ter- 
minal switching for both lines at city X. It is our opinion that 
the divisions the C Railway would give the A Railway for haul- 
ing cars from junction point Y to our plant would not offset 
the extra cost of circuitous mileage and terminal switching the 
C ogg incurs, by wanting to haul the traffic altogether over 
their line. 


Answer: In Miller Paper Co. vs. P. R. R. Co., the Commis- 
sion said that in the absence of undue prejudice or an unduly 
circuitous route, it cannot, because of the limitation on its 
power, contained in paragraph (4) of section 15 of the act, require 
a carrier to turn traffic over to a connecting line, when to do so 
would require it “to participate in a through rate embracing 
substantially less than the entire length of its line between the 
points in question,” citing the New York Harbor case, 47 I. C. C. 
643 and 722. See also, with respect to this question, I. and S. 
Docket 2559, Routing Brick and Clay Products, 112 I. C. C. 252. 
In this case the complainant protested against the cancellation 
of a joint rate on common brick from Van Wyck, S. C., to Char- 
lotte, N. C., applying via the S. A. L. in connection with the 
Southern Railway, the cancellation of which through rate would 
result in the assessment of a switching charge at destination on 
shipments for delivery on the Southern Railway at that point. 
In finding the cancellation of the rate to be justified, the Com- 
mission said: 


Section 15 of the act clearly relieves respondent of the obligation 
to participate in the joint route with the Southern, unless the situa- 
tion be affected by the resulting increase in the maximum rate of 
5 cents, now applicable over both the single and the joint line route 
under the scale described. The application of that scale, however, is 
subject to the inhibition of the act against short hauling a carrier 
in the through route. Respondent’s route is not unduly long. The 
rate over that route is the rate prescribed by us on common brick for 
the distance, and the record of past routing by protestant does not 
— a the maintenance of the joint route as a real necessity to 
protestant. 


As to the non-absorption of switching charges on traffic to 
and from strictly local points, see the Commission’s opinion in 
Richmond Chamber of Commerce vs. S. A. L. Ry., 44 I. C. C. 
455, on page 466, of which the Commission said: 


The carriers’ refusal to absorb the switching charges on traffic 
to and from strictly local points is justifiable. In such instances the 
transportation service is substantially dissimilar, for the movement 
is either over a different line, or, if over the same line, for a sub- 
stantially different line haul. If the carriers, in view of our conclu- 
sions herein, hereafter absorb the switching charges equally for all 
Shippers on traffic to or from common points, while —— to 
refuse to absorb the switching charges to or from strictly local 
points, it may result that the aggregate charges for the latter service 
will exceed those for the through service to or from the industries 
at Richmond. Although this might be considered a technical depar- 
ture from the fourth section, the Commission in Conference Ruling 
304, paragraph (d), and in Fourth Section Order No. 5 of March 20, 
1911, has provided for this situation. 
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Tariff Interpretation—Application of Rule 34 to Odublé Lddd 

New Jersey.—Question: We forwarded from a point in New 
Jersey to a point in Ontario, Canada, two minimum carloads 
loaded into a 50-foot car. A 40-foot car was ordered, and a 
50-foot car was furnished. 

The No. 1 lot consisted of miscellaneous fourth class ma- 
terials, weight in car 24,031 pounds, minimum weight required 
for a 36-foot car 24,000, raised to 26,880. The No. 2 lot, house- 
hold goods, weight in car, 13,332 pounds, minimum weight re- 
quired 12,000 pounds, for a 36-foot car, raised to 13,440 pounds. 

Both No. 1 and No. 2 lots were raised from the minimum 
weight required for a 36-foot car to the amount required by a 
40-foot car as given in rule 34 of the Consolidated Freight Clas- 
sification. The charges were paid upon this basis. 

Do you know of any Conference Ruling or any rulings by 
the Interstate Commerce Commission covering a similar con- 
dition? Our contention is the carriers have no authority for 
the raising of two minimums when two minimum carloads are 
loaded into one car. 

Answer: While we can locate no opinion of the Commis- 
sion in point, we see nothing which would exempt the movement 
in question from the application of the provisions of rule 34 of 
the classification, assuming that, as we understand, the provi- 
sions thereof govern the rates applicable to the shipments. 
Reparation—Liability of Purchaser of Railroad Under Receiver- 

ship and Foreclosure Proceedings 

Alabama.—Question: A carrier has been in receivership. 
It is subsequently purchased by another carrier, which has been 
approved by the Interstate Commerce Commission, and, of 
course, receivership discharged. Later a claim develops against 
the receiver and reparation is awarded by the Interstate Com- 
merce Commission. What is the procedure to collect the claim? 
Would the purchasing line be liable for the amount? 

Answer: The orders of the Interstate Commerce Commis- 
sion for the payment of reparation are not self-enforcing, and 
must be sued on in court, if not voluntarily paid. Sub-division 
(f) of paragraph 3 of section 16 of the act provides that a peti- 
tion for the enforcement of an order of the Commission for the 
payment of money shall be filed in the district court or the state 
court within one year from the date of the order, and not after. 
Whether the purchasing line is liable for the amount of the 
Commission’s order of reparation, which apparently was eritered 
after the receivership was ended, is dependent upon the terms 
of the sale. See, in this connection, Midland Coal Co. vs. M. V. 
Railroad Co., 91 I. C. C. 571, on page 572 of which the Com- 
mission said: 


The record now shows that on July 8, 1919, the K. O. & G. pur- 
chased the property of the M. O. & G., at a sale under receivership 
and foreclosure proceedings in the United States District Court for 
the Eastern District of Oklahoma, free of all encumbrances save only 
such claims as were filed in those proceedings within a period which 
expired November 12, 1919; and that complainants filed no claim therein 
covering the shipments here under consideration. It follows that 
the K. O. & G. is not liable for any part of the reparation heretofore 
found due to the Cameron Coal Company. 


See also the decision in St. L. and S. F. R. R. Co. vs. Spiller, 
case No. 577, October Term, 1926, decided May 16, 1927. 
Tariff Interpretation—Application of Rule 34 


Canada—Question: A shipment consisted of 177 empty 
barrels weighing 14,160 pounds, and 3,000 pieces barrel heading 
weighing 9,740 pounds was made from a “Group C” point in 
Transcontinental Freight Bureau. Tariff 4-Y (Toll’s I. C. C. No. 
1188), to “Rate Basis 1” point in British Columbia, and subject 
to rates provided in item 1690 for the barrels, and L. C. L. 
class rates for the heading. A 40 foot car was ordered.and sup- 
plied. . 

We now have a dispute as to the correct weight to be 
charged for on the barrels. The carrier assessed charges on 
minimum weight of 15,680 pounds, in accordance with Rule 34 
of Consolidated Classification for a 40 foot car, but we contend 
that as 177 barrels would easily load in a 36 foot car, although 
the full shipment required a 40 foot car, the actual weight of 
14,160 pounds (being in excess of 14,000 pounds minimum for 36. 
foot car), should apply. 

There is a fairly regular movement of these barrels, and we 
have pointed out instances where a greater quantity have been 
received in a 36 foot car, but the carrier insists that the mini- 
mum weight for a 40 foot car must be applied irrespective of 
the fact that 9,740 pounds of L. C. L. freight was loaded therein. 

Answer: In our opinion, the carrier is correcting assessing 
charges on the shipment in question. The fact that in addition 
to the empty barrels weighing 14,160 pounds, 3,000 pieces of 
barrel heading weighing 9,740 pounds, were loaded into the car, 
does not affect the application of the rule. The commodity item 
providing for the rate on barrels being subject to the provisions 
of Rule 34, and a 40-foot car having been ordered, charges must, 
in our opinion, be applied on the basis of the minimum weight 
for the size of the car ordered. 

Evidence—Train Reports of Rough Handling 

Michigan.—Question: In carload shipments of livestock 
from A to B cars often arrive destination with deads and cripples 
therein. In some instances post mortems reveal the faet that 
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dead animals died from diseases of long standing in which cases 
earriers could not be held liable. 

In many instances where post mortem examinations are 
taken, it is reported there was “no evidence of disease or in- 
jury.” Claim departments invariably report “Car handled with- 
out rowgh handling” including in their report the movement, etc. 

In cases where no post mortem was taken, their contention 
is the same, while, as a matter of fact, the car may have been 
subjected to very unusual handling, severe enough to cause 
injury and death to animals, and their records not showing su¢ch 
conditions as having taken place. 

To what extent are carriers liable for such losses, and can 
you cite any court decisions in such instances? 

Answer: In Daily vs. C. St. P. M. & O., 194 N. W. 674, it 
was held that train reports of no rough handling are of little 
probative force. 


In an action for loss of, or injury to, animals during trans- 
portation any evidence is admissible which tends to show that 
the loss or injury was caused by the negligence of the carrier 
or its servants. To refute negligence in the care of animals 
injured in transit, the carrier may offer evidence of various 
kinds, but the introduction of train reports of no rough han- 
dling is of little force and effect. 


Tariff Interpretation 


Tennessee.—Question: Will a published rate to a specific 
point apply to an intermediate point through which the ship- 
ment must move and to which no specific rate is published with 
no intermediate clause published in the tariff? 


Answer: The rate published to a more distant point will 
not apply to an intermediate point in the absence of an inter- 
mediate rule specificalfy authorizing the application of the rate 
to the more distant point at the intermediate point. See Davis 
vs. The Portland Seed Co., 264 U. S. 403. In this case the court 
said: 


The statute requires rigid observance of the tariff, without regard 
to the inherent lawfulness of the rates specified. It commanded ad- 
herence to the published rate from Roswell; section 6 forbade any 
ether charge. Observance of the lower rate from Pecos, put in with- 
out authorization, might have been forbidden, as pointed out in 
United States vs. Louisville & Nashville R. R. Co., 40 I. C. C. 146; 
but it would be going too far to hold, as respondent insists, that 
the unauthorized publication established the lower rate as the maxi- 
mum permissible chafge from the intermediate point—the only rate 
therefrom which could be demanded. 

If a lower rate published without authority becomes the maximum 
which may be charged from any intermediate point, mistakes in 
schedules (and they are inevitable) may become disastrous. Sup- 
pose the rate from an obscure point in Maine to San Francisco via 
Boston, New York and Chicago should be printed at $15, instead of 
$150, and the error remain undiscovered for many months, could 
all who had paid more than $15 for passage along that route recover 
the excess without proof of pecuniary loss? 


Reparation — Overcharges — Refund of by Destination Carriers 

iNMinois.—Question: Please let us have your opinion regard- 
ing the liability of the destination carrier under the following 
circumstances: 

After the Commission rendered its decision in Docket No. 
18218, a review of which case is given in your Traffic World of 
May 21, 1927, on page 1315, we filed several overcharge claims 
with the destination carriers involved in the movements of ship- 
ments. These claims have all been paid by the carriers with the 
exeeptien of one destination carrier, which has declined same, 
stating that they were not responsible for payment as the rul- 
ing of the Interstate Commerce Commission referred to was 
directed at the western lines and that they should be called 
upon for investigation and adjustment. 


We believe that it is immaterial whether overcharge claims 
are presented to the initial or destination carrier. 


Answer: In Tyson & Jones Buggy Co. vs. A. & A. Ry. Co., 
17 I. C. C. 330, the Commission on page 332 said: 


Without wishing to be understood as expressing the view that 
this loose practice with respect to overcharge claims is characteristic 
of all interstate carriers, it is nevertheless so common as to justify 
some attertion by the Commission. Apparently it is not understood 
as fully as it should be, by railroad officials charged with the adjust- 
ment of such matters, that the retention by a carrier of an overcharge 
not only has all the effects of an unjust discrimination against the 
shipper from whom the excess has been demanded, but leaves the 
transportation transaction in an unlawful condition, both under the 
act to regulate commerce and under the Elkins Act, until the over- 
charge has been adjusted. We are advised that the delay in making 
repayment is frequently due, not to the failure to discover the over- 
charge, but to the efforts of the delivering carrier to ascertain before 
making the refund to the shipper which carrier participating in the 
movement is responsible. This is not a proper practice. The shipper 
is entitled to repayment from the carrier that has collected the freight 
charges as soon as it appears that an overcharge has in fact been 
made. When the refund has been made it is then that carrier’s duty 
to see which of the carriers that participated in the movement is 
responsible and charge it accordingly. When the overcharge has 
been discovered it should immediately be repaid by the carrier that 
collected the charges, and this should be done whether a demand has 
been presented by the shipper or net. 


It is apparent from the above that the destination carrier 
should refund to you the amount of the overcharge for which 
you have presented a claim. 
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Damages—Freight Charges on Undelivered Portion of Shipment 

Missouri.—Question: We will appreciate it if you will give 
us your opinion in connection with the following case: 

We had a shipment of 12 cars of lumber from rail point “A” 
to Texas Gulf Port “B” moving on local rail rate. From Port 
“B” to New England Port “C” shipment moved via coastwise 
steamer under steamship bill of lading which carried the fol- 
lowing stipulation: 


Received under shipper’s count and tally as correct. Steamer not 
responsible for amount on bill of lading. 


Lumber was insured with insurance company at the basis 
of mill price, in other words, no insurance was taken out to 
cover ocean freight charges. Steamer completed its voyage 
from Port “B” to Port “C.” Part of the cargo was lost at the 
port of unloading on a lighter which capsized in the bay. The 
insurance company paid full value as per the rate of insurance 
on that part of the cargo which was lost, but steamship company 
refuses to refund freight charges on that part of the cargo lost, 
due to the capsizing of the lighter, stating it is not responsible 
for the out-turn tally and that we should have taken out insur- 
ance to cover the freight charges as well as the value of the 
lumber. We contend steamship company responsible and 
should refund freight charges, because it was negligent and 
further it did not complete its service, due to the fact that the 
entire cargo as was entrusted to its care at Port “B” was not 
delivered to the consignee. It is our understanding also that 
under the Harter Act, no steamship company is allowed to in- 
clude any stipulation or requirement in its bill of lading that 
would restrict its liability on cargoes entrusted to its care 
where it is shown that it is negligent or responsible, which 
apparently holds true in this case, as it is our understanding 
the insurance company intends to institute suit against the 
steamship company, claiming that the steamship company was 
negligent in allowing this lumber to be loaded upon a lighter 
which the insurance people claim was unseaworthy. 

Possibly you know of court decisions involving shipments 
where a loss occurred of a similar nature. We will appreciate 
the receipt of your views in connection with the above facts. 

The steamship company did not tally the cargo piece by 
piece at time of unloading from the railroad cars on to the 
steamer at Port “B.” 

Answer: The general rule is that a carrier of goods by 
water is entitled to freight when, and only when, he has prop- 
erly fulfilled his contract of carriage. The Excelsior, 8 Fed. 
Cas. No. 4592. 

The parties may so contract that freight is payable whether 
or not the cargo is lost or injured, or otherwise regulate the 
matter by contract, in which case the contract governs. In the 
absence of such a contract, however, where goods are lost oth- 
erwise than by a peril of the sea or a cause excepted in the 
contract of affreightment, the carrier is not entitled to freight. 
British, etc., Marine Insurance Co. vs. Southern Pacific Co., 55 
Fed. 82. 

A vessel is not entitled to freight on portions of the cargo 
lost by an excepted cause, but must abate proportionately, even 
though freight be payable in a lump sum. Note: 60 Am. Dec. 
152. Freight is, however, payable upon the part actually deliv- 
ered notwithstanding, and without deduction for, the loss of the 
rest by jettison due to an act of God or peril of the sea, or by 
decay not occasioned by the fault of the master necessitating 
its abandonment or destruction, or other cause not within the 
vessel’s liability. Price vs. Hartshorn, 44 N .Y. 94, 4 Am. Rep. 
645; Note: 60 Am. Dec. 152; The Brig Collinbury, 1 Black 170, 
17 U. S. (L. ed.) 89; Note: 60 Am. Dec. 152. 


Tariff Interpretation 

North Carolina——Question: We are located on the South- 
ern tracks and load a car of grain products to Henderson, N. C., 
a common point reached by both the Southern and S. A. L. The 
S. A. L. tariff provides for the absorption of the switching 
charge of $2.25 to Henderson on condition that the freight rev- 
enue must be $15, exclusive of switching. The car in question 
weighed 10,560 pounds and rate 15 cents, total freight $15.84. 
To this amount they add $2.25 for switching, making a total 
charge of $18.09. Had this product weighed 11,560 pounds, rate 
of 15 cents, the charge would have been $17.34. From this they 
peg $2.25 switching charge, leaving them freight revenue 
of $15.09. 

This grain product is reshipped from Durham under transit 
arrangement and the 15 cent rate assessed in interstate. 

Kindly give us your opinion if the S. A. L. can legally 
charge more for 10,560 pounds than for 11,560 pounds of the 
same commodity, keeping in mind that it is transited, quoting us 
any rulings of the Commission or courts on a similar case. 

Answer: Unless the tariff in which the provision for the 
absorption of switching charges at Henderson, N. C., is pub- 
lished, contains a provision to the effect that the freight rev- 
enue must be $15, exclusive of switching, the provisions of 
section 2 of rule 13 of Consolidated Freight Classifica- 
tion No. 4, if the tariff naming the 15 cent rate is governed 
thereby, apply. This rule of the classification provides that the 
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minimum charge for carload shipments shall be $15 per car. 
Assuming that the minimum charge is that authorized in rule 
13 of the classification, it is apparent that if a switching charge 
of $2.25 were absorbed, the shipper would not pay the minimum 
charge provided for by rule 13 of the classification. Therefore, 
in our opinion, while there is tariff authority for the absorption 
of the switching charge at Henderson, the provision of rule 13 
must be observed, and, therefore, while an unreasonable charge 
results, the switching charge must be added to the charge for 
10,560 pounds at a rate of 15 cents per hundred pounds. 

Tariff Interpretation—Team Track Storage Charges 

Michigan.—Question: Carriers’ team track storage _ tariff, 
with reference to application of charges, states “cars held for 
or by consignors or consignees on team tracks within the 
switching district for loading, unloading, forwarding directions, 
or for any other purpose, are subject to the following track 
storage charges i 

We order cars held for reconsignment at the customary 
yard which consists partly of team tracks and partly of hold 
tracks. The carrier, for its own operating convenience, puts all 
such cars on the team track, and assesses team track storage 
charges. We also find that when we order cars held for recon- 
signment and do not specify the point at which they are to be 
held, cars are still placed on team track and the storage charges 
assessed. We also believe that if we gave instructions that cars 
should not be placed on team track they would continue to hold 
cars on the team track for their own operating convenience. 

Is it your opinion that the carrier can choose the hold 
point and apply charges at that point? It is to be remembered 
that carrier does have hold yards which are not team tracks; 
further that we have no objection to the team tracks but merely 
to the charges. Your opinion will be appreciated. 

Answer: We can locate no opinion of the Commission in 
which this question has been at issue. Apparently there is 
nothing to prevent the carrier placing cars held for reconsign- 
ment on team tracks and assessing a charge in accordance with 
its team track storage tariff. The fact that no charge is made 
where the cars are held on other than team tracks might well 
result in discrimination against one shipper in favor of another 
shipper, depending upon where the cars were placed. Therefore, 
it would seem that some provision should be made in the tariff 
which would insure the uniform application of the charge. 


Reparation—Enforcement of Principle of Sligo Case 

Illinois.—Question: The Interstate Commerce Commission 
has ruled in several cases before them, and especially in the 
Sligo iron case, 62 I. C. C. 643 and 73 I. C. C. 551, that where 
only one of the tariffs used in the combination rate carried 
the authority to use Jones’ 228, I. C. C. U. S. 1, carrier must 
protect the rate so made. I understand that a number of car- 
riers are refusing to pay claims based this way which forces 
the shipper to go to court to collect, and that several such 
suits have been filed. 

I have experienced the same situation in connection with 
the X railway, and would appreciate information as to the out- 
come of suits above referred to. 


Answer: While this matter has been before the courts in 
three cases to our knowledge, and decisions have been rendered 
by two district federal courts enforcing orders of the Commis- 
sion applying the principle of the Sligo case, no case has 
reached the Supreme Court of the United States, so far as we 
are aware. In a case brought by the Empire Refineries Co. in 
the federal district court of Oklahoma, judgment was rendered 
for the plaintiff and the amount thereof paid by the Director 
General. In a case brought by the Standard Oil Company of 
California, judgment in favor of the plaintiff was rendered by 
the district court, but the case was not appealed, it having been 
settled without an appeal being taken. 

Carload vs. Less-Than-Carload Shipments 

Illinois —Question: Will you please let me have your opin- 
ion on the following: 

Shipment of portable houses N. O. I. B. N. wooden, K. D., 
as defined in item 13, page 242, Official Classification No. 4, 
carload, 5th class, 24,000 minimum, subject to rule 34, and 2nd 
class L. C. L. 

Shippers ordered a 36-foot car and tendered us bill of lading 
reading “one carload portable houses N. O. I. B. N. wooden, 
K. D., to be prepaid.” After the car was scaled and found to 
Weigh only 8,400 pounds they refused to pay for the carload 
rate of 24,000 pounds, claiming that the L. C. L. rate made the 
Cheapest charge, and that we should apply the L. C. L. rate 
instead of the carload rate. 

Will you please advise which contention is correct, and also 
When the carload or L. C. L. is applicable? 

Answer: Where an L. C. L. shipment is tendered as a car- 
load shipment or tendered to the carrier under circumstances 
Which would lead the carrier to believe that the shipment was 
being tendered as a carload shipment, as to such shipment, if 
the weight of the shipment is not such as to make marking 
under the provisions of the classification unnecessary, that is, 
if the shipment does not fully occupy the visible capacity of the 
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car or does not weigh 24,000 pounds or more, under the opin- 
ions of the Commission in Passow & Sons vs. C. M. & St. P., 37 
I. C. C. 711; Sam Kyle vs. M. K. & T., 42 I. C. C. 335; Colum- 
bian Iron Works vs. Southern Ry. Co., 45 I. C. C. 173, and Wal- 
ter Zelnicker Supply Co. vs. T. & O. C. Ry., 51 I. C. C. 133, the 
carload rate will be applied, the Commission having held in 
those four cases that unless the shipment is marked in accord- 
ance with the classification requirements, if it is tendered as a 
carload shipment, the carload rate must be applied. 

Tariff Interpretation—Articles Nested or Not Nested 

California—Question: We will appreciate the benefit of your 
opinion on the following question: 

Our people ship in Western Classification Territory car- 
loads of old wooden boxes, not nested, in accordance with Rule 
21, the weight of each carload being between 12,000 and 13,000 
peunds. These boxes, as before stated, are not nested as pro- 
vided in Rule 21, but are partly enclosed within one another. 
The carriers and the Classification Committee rule that Item 
No. 11 on page 104, Consolidated Freight Classification No. 4, 
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governs. This provides a rating of Class C, minimum weight 
18,000 pounds, subject to Rule 34, this item containing reference 
to Note 2, which reads as follows: “Carload rating for Nested 
Boxes will also apply when one or more boxes are completely or 
partially enclosed within others.” We contend that Item No. 9, 
page 104, governs, this item providing a Class B rating, mjni- 
mum weight 12,000 pounds, subject to Rule 34. Note, please, 
this item does not give reference to Note 2. The application of 
Class B rating, minimum weight 12,000 pounds, offers lower 
charges than by application of Class C rating, minimum weight 
18,000 pounds. It is our contention that Item No. 9 should be 
read by itself, and inasmuch as it carries no reference to Note 
No. 2, that note should in no way be attached to it. Further, 
please note that Item No. 11 refers you to Note 2, which has 
the effect of providing a mixed carload rating on boxes nested 
or completely or partially enclosed within others. 

Answer: Section 1 of Rule 21 of Consolidated Freight Clas- 
sification No. 4 read as follows: 


Unless otherwise provided, the term ‘‘nested,’’ used in package 
specifications in this Classification, means that three or more dif- 
ferent sizes of the article for which the ‘‘nested’”’ specification is pro- 
vided must be enclosed each smaller within each next larger; or 
that three or more of the article for which the ‘‘nested’”’ specification 
is provided must be placed one within the other so that each upper 
article will not project above the next lower article more than one- 
third of its height. 


This rule of the Classification was the subject of the Com- 
mission’s report in Classification Nesting Rule, 37 I. C. C. 477. 

Note 2, provided for on page 104 in Item 12 of the Classifica- 
tion, is apparently one of the exceptions to the Nesting Rule 
which have been made by the carriers. 

In our opinion, you are not correct in your contention that 
the rating provided for in Item 9 on page 104 is applicable on 
your shipments, unless alternative ratings are provided on boxes 
shipped as you ship them, that is, partly enclosed within one 
another, i. e., the rating in Item 9 or the rating in Item 10. 


However, it seems apparent that, under the application of 
Note 2, a specific rating has been established on boxes packed 
as described therein, which precludes the application of Item 
9, which would otherwise apply, Item 10 being more specific. 

See United States vs. Gulf Refining Co., 268 U. S. 546, in 
which case the court said: 


Where a commodity shipped is included in more than one tariff 
designation, that which is more specific will be held applicable. U. S. 
Industrial Alcohol Co. vs. Director General, 68 I. C. C. 389, 392; 
Augusta Veneer Co. vs. Southern Ry. Co., 41 I. C. C. 414, 416. And 
where two descriptions and tariffs are equally appropriate, the shipper 
is entitled to have applied the one specifying the lower rates. Ohio 
Foundry Co. vs. P., C. C. & St. L. Ry. Co., 19 I. C. C. 65, 67; United 
Verde Copper Co. vs. Pennsylvania Co., 48 I. C. C. 663. It follows 
that, if the property in question properly might have been described 
either as gasoline or as unrefined naphtha, the lower rate was law- 
fully applied, and defendant was not guilty. And the burden was 
on the United States to prove beyond a reasonable doubt that the 
property so shipped was gasoline and was not unrefined naphtha. 


Item 10 provides a rating on boxes nested, in accordance 
with Rule 21 of the Classification. Item 10 also provides a 
rating on boxes, packed or loaded, as provided in Note 2, Item 
12. Item 9, it may be contended, just as appropriately provides 
a rating on boxes packed or loaded, as provided in Note 2, Item 
12, in that it applies on boxes not nested, in accordance with 
Rule 21 of the Classification, including boxes packed or loaded, 
as provided in Note 2, Item 12. 

However, if we read Item 9 as the carriers are apparently 
reading it, i. e., that it applies on boxes which are not nested, 
nor packed or loaded, as per Note 2, Item 12, that is, on boxes 
none of which are enclosed within others, either completely or 
partially, it seems apparent that Item 10 is applicable on the 
boxes which you ship. See Eggers-O’Flying Co. vs. A. & S. 
R. R. Co., 112 I. C. C. 218. 


Freight Charges—Liability of Consignor for Freight and 
Demurrrage Charges 


Ohio—Question: “A” consigns a carload of coal from New 
York to “B,” a broker in Ohio, who reconsigns the coal charges 
following to “C.” “C” refuses the coal account of quality. Car- 
rier promptly notifies both “A” and “B” and requests disposition. 
Demurrage accrues. Coal finally dumped as worthless. “B,” 
meanwhile, becomes insolvent. 

What is carrier’s right of action against “A” respecting 
freight and demurrage charges, and under what most recent 
authorities? 

Answer: So far as the liability of a cousignor for freight 
charges and demurrage on a shipment refused at destination is 
concerned, it seems to be settled that a carrier may recover 
the amount thereof from the consignor. See in this connection, 
the recent decision of the Supreme Court of the United States 
in L. & N. R. R. Co. vs. Central Iron & Coal Co., the decision 
in which case is reviewed on page 1216 of the Traffic World of 
May 10, 1924. In this case the court makes the statement that 
a party delivering a shipment to the carrier, even though he be 
not shown in the bill of lading as the consignor, would be liable 
for the freight charges in the event that the shipment were 
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refused by the consignee. In this decision cases were also cited 
which held that the consignor, as the party who enters into the 
contract of shipment with the carrier, is the party primarily 
liable for the payment of freight charges. Certainly if a ship- 
ment is refused. by the consignee the party primarily liable for 
the freight charges may be resorted to be the carrier for his 
freight charges. 

While the consignee by the acceptance of the goods becomes 
liable for the payment of the freight charges thereon, the liability 
of the consignee does not depend in such a case on the assump- 
tion that the original shipper would not be liable, but on a new 
contract to pay the freight, evidenced in ordinary cases by the 
bill of lading and the reception of goods under it. There is no 
shifting of liability. The contract of the consignor and that 
of the consignee are not considered to be inconsistent with each 
other; each is an original contract based on a sufficient consid- 
eration. 

The carrier has a right to look for his compensation to the 
person who required him to perform the service by causing the 
goods to be deliveréd to him for transportation, and that person 
is generally, of course, the shipper named in the bill of lading, 
or the consignor. The receipt of the goods by the consignee 
likewise obligates the consignee to pay the freight charges. 

The above statements are without any doubt applicable to 
the freight charges on a shipment, and, in our opinion, the same 
principles govern in the case of demurrage or storage charges. 
See P. R. Co. vs. Kemmers, 73 Pa. Super Ct. 588; Bewley-Darst 
Coal Co. vs. W. & A. R. Co., 87 S. E. 702 (Ga.), and B. & O. 
R. R. Co. vs. Luella Coal & Coke Co., 81 S. E. 1044 (West Va.). 
The consignor was held liable for demurrage charges where 
the consignee refused the goods. 


FRUIT AND VEGETABLE SHIPMENTS 


Shipments of leading lines of fruits and vegetables the week 
ended October 15 totaled 35,254 cars, as compared with 35,265 
cars (revised) the preceding week, and 39,307 cars in the cor. 
responding period of 1926, according to the Bureau of Agri- 
cultural Economics of the Department of Agriculture. The 
bureau said it was probable that last week’s total would prove 
to be the peak period of the present season. Shipments were 
reported as follows for the week ended October 15: 


Apples, 7,695 cars; imports, 23 cars; asparagus, 5 cars; cabbage, 
1,471 cars; cantaloupes, 24 cars; cauliflower, 41 cars; celery, 640 cars; 
cucumbers, 25 cars; grapefruit, 457 cars; imports, 193 cars; grapes, 
9,149 cars; green peas, 28 cars; lemons, 128 cars; lettuce, 720 cars; 
miscellaneous melons, 121 cars; mixed citrus fruit, 68 cars; mixed 
deciduous fruit, 60 cars; mixed vegetables, 541 cars; onions 1,424 cars; 
oranges, 696 cars; imports, 102 cars; peaches, 27 ¢ars; pears, 590 cars; 
peppers, 121 cars; plums and prunes, 25 cars; spinach, 58 cars; string 
beans, 89 cars; sweet potatoes, 827 cars; tomatoes, 792 cars; water- 
melons, 16 cars; potatoes, 9,416 cars; imports, 21 cars. 
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required by the act of congress of August 24, 1912, of THE TRAFFIC 
WORLD, published weekly at Chicago, Illinois, for October 1, 1927. 

State of Illinois 

County of Cook f §5- 

Before me, a notary public in and for the state and county afore- 
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3. That the known bondholders, mortgagees, and other security 
holders owning or holding 1 per cent or more of total amount of 
bonds, mortgages, or other securities are: (If there are none, s0 
state.) None. 

4. That the two paragraphs next above, giving the names of the 
owners, stockholders, and security holders, if any, contain not only 
the list of stockholders and security holders as they appear upon the 
books of the company but also, in cases where the stockholder or 
security holder appears upon the books of the company as trustee 
or in any other fiduciary relation, the name of the person or corpora- 
tion for whom such trustee is acting, is given; also that the said two 
paragraphs contain statements embracing affiant’s full knowledge 
and belief as to the circumstances and conditions under which stock- 
holders and security holders who do not appear upon the books of the 
company as trustees, hold stock and securities in a capacity other 
than that of a bona fide owner; and this affiant has no reason to 
believe that any other person, association, or corporation has any 
interest direct or indircet in the said stock, bonds, or other securities 


than as so stated by him. 
WILLIAM C. TYLER, 
Treasurer. 
Sworn to and subscribed before me this third day of Oct., 1927. 
[Seal.] : E. C. Flinn. 
(My commission expires August 20, 1939.) 
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PHILADELPHIA, PA. 
DAILY DELIVERY SERVICE 


IN 
Philadelphia, Its Suburbs 


AND 
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Port and City 





















FLEET OF 77 MODERN TRUCKS Providing at Lowest 
Minimum Charge Twice-a-day Deliveries in Philadelphia 
and Once-a-day Deliveries in Surrounding Counties—from 
our warehouse, L. C. L. or carload shipments. 

We also provide a complete warehousing, breaking up, 
forwarding and delivery service. 
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OCEAN FREIGHT RATES 
The Trafic World New York Bureau 


Full cargo business has been unusually quiet in the last 
week, with the result that rates have continued to work lower, 
getting down to 14 cents a hundred pounds on heavy grain 
shipments from Montreal to the Continent. Considering the 
fact that only six weeks remain for traffic from Montreal and 
that this will terminate the all-water movement, it is thought 
probable that activity will increase shortly. This view is borne 
out by the refusal of shipowners to press their vessels on the 
market at existing levels. Meanwhile the majority of shippers 
do not appear anxious to cover commitments and seem to be 
awaiting further reaction in rates. 

The general opinion among freight brokers is that the 
existing rate level is low and that with a moderate revival in 
demand the figures from Montreal to the Continent will quickly 
rise to 151%4-16 cents. The temporary absence of activity in the 
grain trade, coinciding with weakness in coal, lumber and other 
trades, has contributed to the general softness of charters re- 
cently. One of the hopeful signs in the present situation, from 
the viewpoint of shipowners, is the report that a considerable 
volume of Cuban sugar has been sold in the United Kingdom 
and Continent for movement through the remainder of the year. 
This will tend to strengthen the vessel market. Recent rates 
of $4 a ton on coal from Hampton Roads to the River Plate 
show a tendency to decrease, due to the fact that shipowners 
have found better prospects for outward cargoes from the Plate 
and accordingly can afford to take less for the voyage down. 

The prevailing rates on heavy grain are as follows: From 
Montreal for October Joading, 3s to the United Kingdom, 13%c 
to Antwerp-Rotterdam, 14%c to Hamburg-Bremen, and 17%c 
to the Mediterranean; from Montreal for first and last half of 
November, 3s 3d to 3s 6d to the United Kingdom, 14-14%4c to 
Antwerp-Rotterdam, 15-154%c to Hamburg-Bremen, 18-18%c to 
ene Mediterranean. Rates from Atlantic ports average one cent 
ower. 

Readjustment in steel rates has been made by the United 
States Intercoastal and Gulf Conference, due to the demands 
of independent steel companies which have been dissatisfied over 
the Conference tariffs. The new rates that have been put into 
effect are 5 cents a hundred pounds under the regular tariffs 
and apply only to contracts running until February 29. 

The present steel readjustments is the first important break 
in the Conference since it was organized several months ago. 
Under the reorganization many of the then independent lines 
joined forces with the old Conference members and new tariffs 
were established. It was expected that this combination would 
not only stabilize rates, but control the intercoastal freight 
situation, which had been demoralized badly by constant war- 
fare between the old factions. 

The new contract rates from the north Atlantic on iron or 
steel items, all carlot, are as follows: 

Item No. 1,885—Bands, bars, hoops, etc., A lines, 35 cents; B and 
C lines, 30 cents. No. 1,888, bolts, nuts, bars, 35 cents; No. 1,940, 
ee ingots, muck bars, A lines, 35 cents; B and C lines, 

No. 1,995, bolts, lag bolts, nut bolts, etc., 35 cents; No. 2,020, 
boiler heads and ends, plate and sheet sixteen-inch gauge or thicker. 
A lines, 35 cents; B and C lines, 30 cents; Noe. 2,025, plate and sheet, 
——— gauge or thfnner, A lines, 45 cents; B and C lines, 

No. 2,030, plates and sheet A lines, 40 cents; B and C lines, 35 
cents; No. 2,055, pig iron, A lines, 30 cents, B and C lines, 25 cents; 
No. 2,100, nails, spikes, wire, 35 cents; No. 2,125, plates, angles, bars, 
channels, etc., A lines, 35 cents; B and C lines, 30 cents; angles, bars, 
channels, etc., A lines, 35 cents; B and C lines, 30 cents; No. 2,170, 
structural iron and steel fabricated, A lines, 50 cents, B and C lines, 
45 cents; No. 3,060, wrought iron pipe, boiler tubes, not over 35 feet 
long, A lines, 35 cents, B and C lines, 30 cents, when not over 12 


inches diameter and more than 35 feet, but not more than 42 feet long, 
A. lines, 40 cents, B and C lines, 35 cents. 


The Gulf Conference also has adopted the foregoing iron 
and steel contract rates, with the exception that the Gulf lines 
quote the lower rate when two rates are given by the north 
Atlantic lines. Other contracts of carload rates adopted by the 
Gulf Conference, also effective until February 29, are: 


Cotton bagging, 60 cents, minimum 24,000 pounds; acid phosphate 
and super-phosphate in double bags, 25 cents; minimum 40,000 pounds; 
molasses and cane syrup, 45 cents; minimum 24,000 pounds; garbage 
cans, nested, 80 cents; minimum 140,000 pounds; pitch (coal, tar in 
open head wooden barrels, 50 cents); minimum 24,000 Ibs.; petroleum 
oil and products, 50 cents; minimum 24,000 pounds. 


With smaller westbound cargoes, which, while reducing 
revenues, also lower operating-costs, some of the North Atlantic 
— Lines are cutting down their loading and transit 
time. 

At a meeting of the River Plate Conference the rate on 
automobiles to Asuncion was changed to $10 on weights of 
2,000 kilos or less, and $12.50 on weights of 2,000 kilos or over. 


COOLIDGE AND BOARD 


President Coolidge, it was said at the White House, October 
18, did not know what was contemplated by the Shipping Board. 
He was advised that the board was making some changes rather 
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in line with putting the operation of the government fleet under 
more direct control of the board. The President regarded that 
development as a matter of administering the business of the 
board. He did not think that anyone could tell in advance 
whether the procedure adopted by the board would produce bet- 
ter results than had the former system—that that would depend 
on the efficiency of management under the plan. 


FAVOR TARIFF RECIPROCITY 
The Trafic World New York Bureay 


The need of a reciprocal attitude on the part of the gov- 
ernment toward foreign nations in matters of tariff laws was 
stressed and the subject of pier congestion was discussed by 
local and out-of-town members of the National Council of Amer- 
ican Importers and Traders at their meeting at the Hotel 
Astor. 

“This has been the most interesting meeting since the 
passage of the 1922 tariff laws,” Frank Van Leer, secretary of 
the organization, declared. “It shows that the tariff question 
is being recognized as an important problem. The tone of those 
here indicated the need for reciprocity in our tariff relations 
with other countries.” 

G. G. Pfeiffer, representing George Borgfeldt & Co., New 
York importers, declared that exporters were beginning to real- 
ize that they could not sit calmly by and see prohbiitory tax 
laws enacted and then expect to go into the markets of -the 
world and be received with open arms. The tax problem is as 
much an export as an import matter. 

Plans were completed for members of the customs and 
tariff committee of the organization to attend the tariff hearings 
in Washington beginning October 24. At the hearings repre- 
sentatives of the importers and traders will submit recommenda- 
tions seeking needed changes in the tariff laws. The subject 
of these changes was not disclosed, although the committee was 
reported as working on them. The committee includes C. T. 
Tiotte, Carl W. Stern, Frank J. Nolan, Otto Fix, H. L. Lloyd 
and George C. Davis. 

While progress was reported in the matter of pier conges- 
tion, dissatisfaction with the situation was voiced, one member 
going so far as to say that his company would cease using 
the port of New York entirely if some remedy for the existing 
condition of congestion on piers is not found. He declareed his 
concern would ship into other ports and bring their goods into 
New York by rail if necessary. 

In response to complaints conveyed to Commissioner of Cus- 
toms E. W. Camp, at Washington, experts were sent to New 
York to investigate pier conditions with a view to preventing 
a recurrence of the delay of import shipments being removed 
from piers. Word that these experts were now conducting their 
survey here was greeted with some satisfaction, although others 
warned against becoming too optimistic. 


Much of the delay in removing imports from the pier is 
said to rest largely with the United States Appraisers Stores, 
which has been handicapped by a small force and limited space 
with which to handle the huge volume of freight arriving in 
this port daily. The congestion reached its peak several weeks 
ago, but conditions have improved somewhat of late. It is ex- 
pected, however, that with the Christmas holidays imports will 
take a decided increase and more congestion is likely to result. 
Many shippers are of the opinion that the only solution to the 
problem is to enlarge the Appraisers Stores and increase the 
personnel. 

Philip Le Boutillier, newly elected president of Best & Co., 
presided at the meeting in the absence of N. E. Franklin, 
president. 


PORT DIFFERENTIAL “HEARING” 


The Traffic World Washington Bureau 


Representatives of the ports of Baltimore, Norfolk and 
Philadelphia entered protests, October 19, at a proceeding be- 
fore the Shipping Board relative to an appeal from New Eng- 
land interests for an adjustment of ocean freight rates that 
would put Boston on a parity with the other north Atlantic 
ports. Informed, in effect, that the proceeding was for the 
purpose of determining whether Boston had a case that should 
be looked into, the protestants withdrew. 


The “hearing” grew out of a letter written to Chairman 
O’Connor by F. S. Davis, manager of the Maritime Association 
of the Boston Chamber of Commerce. Mr. Davis set forth in 
this letter the efforts that had been made by Boston to have 
all north Atlantic ports placed on a parity of inland rail rates 
on export and import traffic from and to the interior. He said 
the inland rates of Baltimore, Philadelphia, Norfolk and Mon- 
treal were differentially lower than those of New York and 
Boston. He said Boston had failed to obtain relief sought 
through proceedings before the Interstate Commerce Commis- 
sion and that it had decided that the next logical step, and, in 
fact, the only one that was open to it, was to appeal to the 
Shipping Board for restoration of those ocean differentials that 
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THE TRAFFIC WORLD 


“THE 


a bright young train 
with a flair for punctuality 


“The early bird catches the worm,” 
saith the prophet. 

This famous wisecrack is especially 
true in the selling game. Let a rival 
salesman get his line flowing into the 
ears of your customer first and the 
chances are 10 to 1 that you will walk 
out with a blank in your order book. 

“The Salesman” of the Pennsyl- 
vania—an up-and-coming young 
freight train—refuses to gamble with 
tardiness. Punctuality of arrival is 
this fellow’s motto. Once he’s work- 
ing for you, he makes it a point to 
deliver your customer’s goods regu- 
larly and dependably on time. 


General merchandise is the line 
that “The Salesman” carries. He 
travels from Chicago to Buffalo. 
Each night he jaunts off from Chi- 
cago at a regular hour serving impor- 
tant centers along the way. 


He realizes the importance of 
keeping delivery dates 


Wher dealing with business men 
you’ve got to make good your prom- 
ises of delivery dates. ‘‘The Sales- 
man” recognizes this and he bends 
every effort to get his merchandise to 
its various destinations on time. So 
well has he accomplished this task 


* (HE SALESMAN” is one of the great 
fleet of 60 named Pennsylvania freight trains 
that have set remarkable records for regularity 

and dependability of on time arrival. 


that customers in Buffalo and points 
along the route are coming to know 
this train as one that turns in a con- 
sistent on schedule performance 
month after month. 

Like the other members of the 
Pennsylvania’s famous “ Limiteds of 
the Freight Service” —‘‘The Sales- 
man”’ receives strict attention at all 
points along the route. A thousand 
hands, a thousand eyes help him 
along the road he travels. And vigi- 
lant train crews combine their efforts 
to get him over the rails to his des- 
tinations regularly and dependably 
on time. 


Here are three other Pennsylvania freights whose regular on time arrivals have earned them distinctive names: 


“THE VALET” 
Perishable— Merchandise 
Seaboard Cities to Louisville 


“THE ACCELERATOR” 
Merchandise 
Toledo to Pittsburgh 


“THE BISON” 
Live Stock—Perishable 
Buffalo to Seaboard Cities 


PENNSYLVANIA RAILROAD 


Carries more passengers, hauls more freight than any other railroad in America 
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had been in force for so many years as a recognition of Bos- 
ton’s geographical advantages up to 1916. He said that since 
1916 equal ocean rates had been applied from all north Atlantic 
ports and that Boston had left the full force of the rail dif- 
ferentials. He asked the board to put into effect between Bos- 
ton and United Kingdom and European ports on vessels of the 
Merchant Fleet Corporation ocean rates differentially lower 
than from other north Atlantic ports in recognition of Boston’s 
“shorter ocean route.” 

The protesting ports contended they had had no notice of 
a hearing on the issues raised by the letter from Mr. Davis. 

R. E. Lee Marshall and James C. Carmalt, appearing for 
commercial interests of Baltimore, protested against the pro- 
ceeding and then withdrew. H. J. Wagner, of Norfolk, who 
took a similar position, inquired whether the board was sitting 
as an operator of vessels or as a rate regulating board. Com- 
missioner Plummer, who has supervision of the board’s bureau 
of traffic and who presided, said the commissioners were sitting 
as the United States Shipping Board. Inasmuch as the mem- 
bers of the board, under the reorganization effected last week, 
are the trustees of the Fleet Corporation, and inasmuch as the 
board also is a regulatory agency, the commissioner’s answer 
was not regarded as particularly illuminating. Later Com- 
missioner Plummer, outside the hearing room, said in answer 
to an inquiry, that the hearing was merely for the purpose of 
looking into Boston’s claims and that other interested ports 
would have an opportunity to be heard later. 

Senator Bruce, of°"Maryland, and Senator Gillett, of Massa- 
chusetts, and Representative Rogers, of Massachusetts, were 
present. John Phillip Hill, former member of Congress from 
Baltimore, was present as representative of the mayor and city 
council of Baltimore. Former Representative Edmunds, of 
Pennsylvania, represented Philadelphia interests. 

Mr. Davis put on a number of witnesses who told of the 
desires of New England interests for a rate adjustment that 
would permit full development and use of the port of Boston. 
W. H. Day, manager of the transportation bureau of the Bos- 
ton Chamber of Commerce, said the board could give Boston 
the relief it sought by putting in a “fighting line” of ships 
from Boston. Commissioner Smith said the suggestion was, in 
effect, that the board withdraw its vessels from the established 
ocean rate conferences and control rates by the rates made by 
the. board for application to its own vessels. 
saw no objection to disruption of the ocean rate conferences if 
the result would be in the public interest as he said he believed 
it would be. 

Wilbur LaRoe, Jr., counsel for the Port of New York Author- 
ity, asked whether Boston desired establishment of a lower ocean 
rate from Boston than from New York. Objection was made to 
the question and Commissioner Plummer sustained the objection. 
It was contended that the question was not relative to the 
issues before the board. Mr. LaRoe asked if such a questiow 
was not relevant, what question would be. Commissioner Plum- 
mer asked Mr. LaRoe to take his seat. 


At the conclusion of the hearing, Commissioner Plum- 
mer asked the Boston representatives to prepare a statement 
outlining what Boston desired and submit copies thereof to the 
board and to other interested ports. He said a hearing would be 
accorded to all ports or other interested parties at a later date. 


URGES INLAND TERMINALS AT N. Y. 


The Trafic World New York Bureau 


George S. Silzer, chairman of the Port of New York Author- 
ity and former governor of New Jersey, declared before thé 
annual meeting of the New York Board of Trade and Trans- 
portation this week that the Port of New York was continually 
in competition with neighboring ports on the Atlantic coast 
that sought to take its trade at any cost. The defense of the 
port from the commercial attacks of these competitors was the 
greatest duty of the Port Authority, he said. 

He said one of the greatest needs of the Port of New York, 
to help it meet outside competition, was the construction of 
inland terminals of a type that would facilitate the handling 
of freight and relieve congestion. The Pennsylvania terminal at 
Kearny, N. J., he said, was a step in the right direction, and 
he pointed out that the Lackawanna would soon build a similar 
terminal in Hoboken to send freight to New York through the 
Holland Tunnel. 

“But we need something more than freight terminals con- 
structed by private companies for their own use,” Mr. Silzer 
said. “There should be a central terminal feeding all railroads 
in Manhattan, located somewhere in the Canal Street district, 
where shippers could take goods routed over any railroad and 
where freight coming in over any road could be received.” 

The meeting of the Board of Trade and Transportation 
marked the end of its fifty-fourth year. Eighteen men were 
elected to the board of managing directors. 

Among the new board members are Francis H. Sisson, vice- 
president of the Guaranty Trust Company, General J. G. Harbord, 
president of the Radio Corporation of America; Ralph S. Stubbs, 
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vice-president of the American Sugar Refining Company; Otto 
Kidlitz, of Mare Hidlitz & Sons; F. S. Wheeler, of the American 
Can Company; Jesse L: Hopkins, of J. L. Hopkins & Co.; 
J. W. McGrath, of the Overseas Shipping Company, and R. H. 
Adams, of the American Linseed Company. Ten members of 
the board were reelected. 


NEW YORK SHIPPERS’ CONFERENCE 
The Trafic World New York Burceou 


Declaring the recent order of the Commission increasing 
rail and water freight rates via Gulf ports to be discriminatory 
against eastern territory, the Shippers’ Conference of Greater 
New York has authorized its chairman, W. H. Chandler, to file 
a protest with the Commission. It is hoped to have the case 
reopened. 

Mr. Chandler said the matter was of great importance and 
of interest to every shipper. He pointed out that the new rates 
carried an average increase of 30 per Gent over rates in the mid- 
west and Chicago territory to the ports of the southwest, and 
that rates from New York to Dallas had been increased 10 cents 
a hundred pounds, while the rate from Rochester to the same 
point had been increased 41 cents a hundredweight. A copy of 
the letter of protest to the Commission will be sent to the steam- 
ship companies. 

A. J. Whitman announced the receipt of a letter from Robert 
C. Thackara, chairman of the United States Intercoastal Con- 
ference, announcing that, in case of advances in rates, notice 
would be published in The Traffic Bulletin. Hearings would 
be granted to shippers, he said. 

Charles W. Braden, of the bill of lading committee, reported 
that the Far East Conference had refused to grant a: request 
for a uniform dock receipt, for which shippers had been working 
for years. Although the request has been granted by the North 
Atlantic and U. K. Conferences, the Far East refused to give 
any reason for its refusal. Appeals will be made to the indi- 
vidual steamship lines that are members of the latter conference. 

Mr. Chandler said there was a move under way by the 
carriers to increase by 50 cents a thousand feet the charge for 
the lighterage of lumber. A meeting of lumber interests has 
been called to consider what action shall be taken against this 
proposal. 


BOARD ACTION ON VESSELS 


The Shipping Board has approved a charter agreement with 
the Export Steamship Corporation whereby the steamship The 
Lambs will be put in service on the Export Line, operating be- 
tween New York and Mediterranean and Black Sea ports. The 
Lambs will be operated on a bare-boat charter basis until pend- 
ing negotiations for the sale of this vessel to the Export Line 
have been completed. The vessel is to be substituted for the 
Blue Triangle. It is a larger ship and will better answer the 
requirements of the Export Line service, according to the board. 

The board has rejected an offer received from Robert W. 
Malone, of Washington, for the purchase of the vessel, Mariners 
Harbor, for the sum of $39,000. This action was taken because 
the price offered appeared inadequate, said the board. 


UNIFORM SHIPPING PAPERS 


The Traffic World New York Bureau 


Steps toward the adoption of uniform shipping documents 
were taken at the meeting of the Foreign Commerce Club of 
New York this week. Difficulties encountered by various trade 
bodies in obtaining standardization were outlined by several speak- 
ers and doubts of early success were expressed, but the con- 
sensus was that the club should go on record in favor of uni- 
formity. The committee on public affairs was, instructed to 
take whatever measures it considered necessary to aid in this 
cause. 

A report on recent activities of the public affairs commit- 
tee was presented by Robert Barr. Mr. Barr said the com- 
mittee was hopeful of adoption of the following reforms: stand- 
ardization of size of consular invoice forms; reduction of the 
number of export documents requiring consular vise; possi- 
bility of modification and standardization of consular fees; 
standardization of language, currency and quantity units to be 
used in consular invoices. He said the committee had been 
authorized by the board of governors to protest adoption of the 
St. Lawrence ship canal and power project as detrimental to 
the interests of the United States and the Port of Neg York. 

Commenting on the efforts of other ports to attract trade 
from New York, the committee remarked: 


There is no disputing the fact that the supremacy of the Port 
of New York cannot be matched by any other port in the western 
hemisphere. However, our supremacy is being challenged by other 
ports envious of the enormous volume of business moving through 
New York every year. Of late, we have permitted these ports to 
make inroads on our commerce, and finding it a rather simple matter 
some of these ports are endeavoring to take advantage of our apparent 
laxity by a bold attempt to discredit the Port of New York as an 
economical exit for export shipments. The mere fact that they main- 
tain a lower differential should be granted them on inland rates is 
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an admission on their part that without a subsidy of some sort they 
cannot compete with us. New York has not yet reached the satura- 
tion point. 


The committee urged more active measures to combat the 
propaganda of the outports. 

Addresses were made at the meeting, which was known 
as “Shippers’ Night,” by Mr. Ward of John Dunn Sons & Co., 
Mr. Collister, of the Atlas Portland Cement Company, and, T. 
Hanrahan, of the Union Carbide Company. 


MOTOR SHIP CONTRACTS 


The Shipping Board has directed that contracts for convert- 
ing the steel cargo steamships, Courageous, Defiance and Tri- 
umph, to diesel-electric motor ships be awarded the Federal 
Shipbuilding Company, the Norfolk Navy Yard and the Boston 
Navy Yard, respectively. By means of the conversion the speed 
of these vessels will be advanced from approximately 10 knots 
an hour, of which they are capable in their present condition, to 
an estimated speed of between 13 and 14 knots an hour. 

The amounts of the contracts are as follows: Courageous, 
$1,319,000; Defiance, $1,192,000; and Triumph, $1,315,000. These 
figures are about sixty per cent of the estimated cost of con- 
structing new vessels of this type in American shipyards, and 
are less than the cost of constructing similar high-speed freight 
ships in foreign shipyards, according to the board. Thus, by 
the conversion of these vessels, three new motor ships, suitable 
for competition with the new motor ships built for foreign flag 
operation, would be provided for the American merchant marine, 
said the board. 

The vessels will be equipped with McIntosh and Seymour 
Diesel engines, the Gost of which is included in the contract 
prices. The prices given also include certain modifications of 
the ships’ hull lines in order to aid in increasing the speed 
of the vessels. As converted, the ships will be of 10,500 dead- 
weight tons each, and each will have 600,000 cubic feet of cargo 
space. 

The plans for converting these vessels have been perfected 
under the direction of William Francis Gibbs, marine architect, 
of New York, and Rear Admiral D. W. Taylor, U. S. N., retired. 
Mr. Gibbs and Admiral Taylor have also re-designed the hull 
lines of these ships, receiving the cooperation of the Navy 
Department in making experimental tests of models. 


AMERICAN-HAWAIIAN CHARTER 


The American-Hawaiian Steamship Company announces 
having chartered the S. S. “Maunalei’”’ from the Matson Line to 
Joad eastbound cargo, San Francisco to New York and Phila- 
delphia, sailing October 29. This charter gives the American- 
Hawaiian eleven sailings in October from the Pacific coast to 
north Atlantic ports. The company’s regular schedule of a 
sailing every four days is not adequate to move the eastbound 
cargo offered at this time. 





FRENCH SHIP EARNINGS EXEMPT 


The Treasury Department, by the bureau of internal revenue, 
has announced that earnings of ships documented under the laws 
of France will be exempt from taxation under the laws of the 
United States. The French government has complied with the 
requirements of section 213 (b) (8) of the revenue act of 1926. 
Such compliance brings into operation reciprocal exemption 
for the ship earnings of the two nations. The equivalent exemp- 
tions granted date from January 1, 1921. France is the eight- 
eenth government that has entered into the arrangement for 
reciprocal exemption for taxation of ship earnings. 


PLUMMER A VICE-PRESIDENT 


In announcing reorganization of the Fleet Corporation last 
week, the Shipping Board failed to state that Commissioner 
Plummer, vice-chairman of the board, had been made also a 
vice-president of the Fleet Corporation. 


INTERCOASTAL REGULATION REPORT 


Reports to the effect that he will seek enactment of legisla- 
tion regulating intercoastal shipping are “news” to James H. 
MacLafferty, former member of Congress from California, and 
now maintaining a Washington office as vice-president of the 
Pacific American Steamship Association and of the Shipowners’ 
Association of the Pacific Coast. 

“No one has ever spoken to me concerning this matter,” 
said Mr. MacLafferty, October 17, when asked about the reports. 
“I, therefore, know nothing about it except what I have read in 
the papers.” 


PARCEL POST REGULATIONS 


Effective at once, parcel post packages addressed for de- 
livery in Colombia, Estonia, French Guiana and Haiti must be 
sealed with wax, lead seals or otherwise. 

Effective at once, parcel post packages addressed for de- 
livery in Spain must be sealed with wax, lead seals or otherwise. 

W. Irving Glover, second assistant Postmaster-General, has 
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announced that the postmaster at New York reports receipt at 
his office of a large number of sealed packages weighing § 
ounces or less, addressed to those countries that have ratifieq 
the Pan American Principal Convention of Mexico, prepaid at 
the domestic third-class rate. He said postmasters should cav. 
tion mailers that such packages must not be sealed and should 
decline to accept them unless prepared in accordance with the 
regulations. 

Effective at once, parcel post packages addressed for de. 
livery in Bulgaria must, and parcel post packages addressed for 
delivery in Sweden may be sealed with wax, lead seals, or 
otherwise. 





SHIP CONSTRUCTION PLAN 


Officials of the Shipping Board witnessed this week at the 
Washington navy yard what was said to be a successful test of a 
twenty-foot ship model of a transatlantic liner. The test dem. 
onstrated, it was said, that liners can be built that will cut the 
time of a voyage across the north Atlantic to four days. Law. 
rence B. Wilder and others are interested ina project to build 
a fleet of ships for operation by 1930. It is proposed to ask 
the Shipping Board to authorize loans from its ship construction 
loan fund to aid in the building of the ships, which would be 
operated by the owners. 


COMMERCE IN AMERICAN SHIPS 


In the eight months ended with August, American flag ships 
carried 35.3 per cent, by value, of domestic exports in foreign 
trade and 34.5 per cent of general imports, as compared with 
33.2 per cent for exports and 30.7 per cent for general imports 
in the corresponding period of 1926, according to the monthly 
summary of foreign commerce issued by the Department of 
Commerce. For August the percentages were 33.7 for exports 
and 32.2 for imports, as compared with 31.4 for exports and 
33.3 for imports in August, 1926. 


CAR SURPLUS AND SHORTAGE 


The average daily surplus of freight cars in the period 
October 1-7, inclusive, was 142,678, as compared with 135,059 
cars in the preceding period, according to the car service divi- 
sion of the American Railway Association. The average daily 
shortage reported was 30 hopper and 55 refrigerator cars. The 
surplus was made up as follows: 


Box, 68,202; ventilated box, 145; auto and furniture, 8,300; total 
box, 76,647; flat, 5,003; gondola, 23,575; hopper, 18,689; total coal, 
42,264; coke, 546; S. D. stock, 11,563; D. D. stock, 1,226; refrigerator, 
3,707; tank, 270; miscellaneous, 1,452. 


Canadian roads reported a surplus of 7,000 box, 200 auto and 
furniture, 550 flat, 200 S. D. stock, 500 refrigerator and 175 mis- 
cellaneous cars. 


P. R. R. PERISHABLE FREIGHT TERMINAL 


The Pennsylvania, on Saturday, Oct. 22, formally opened, 
in New York, what is said to be the world’s greatest railroad 
terminal devoted exclusively to perishable freight, including 
fresh fruits, green vegetables and dairy products. The terminal 
consists of Piers 27, 28 and 29, North River, which have been 
practically rebuilt, connected by huge intervening bulkheads, 
enlarged and equipped with the most modern and complete facil- 
ities for the efficient handling of perishable traffic. 

To signalize the opening, a luncheon was given to the mem- 
bers of the trade in New York and visiting shippers and pro- 
ducers from the west, south and other regions of the country 
contributing to the food supply of New York and the Metropol- 
itan District. An attendance of 2,000 or more was expected. 

The speakers included James J. Walker, mayor of New 
York; Frank Hague, mayor of Jersey City; V. K. McElheny, 
president of the Fresh Fruit and Vegetable Association of New 
York; Carl I. Dingfelder, president, New York branch, National 
League of Commission Merchants; H. I. Rothman, president, 
United Fruit Buyers’ Association; R. S. MacCormack, vice-pres- 
ident of the Fresh Fruit and Vegetable Association of New York; 
Elisha Lee, vice-president of the Pennsylvania; and J. L. Eys- 
mans, vice-president in charge of traffic. R. K. Rochester, assist- 
ant general manager, will be toastmaster. 

The new terminal, with 400,000 square feet of concrete floors, 
has a capacity for unloading and displaying the contents of 700 
cars simultaneously, without duplication of space or interference 
with the trucking lanes. This is more than ample to take care 
of the entire traffic in fresh fruits, green vegetables and dairy 
products of all of New York city and the surrounding metro- 
politan district, it is said. 

Full provision has also been mate for future enlargement 
to take care of the growth of traffic for many years to come. 


The abstracts of tariff filings, rejections, suspen- 
sions, etc., as printed in each issue of THE DAILY 
TRAFFIC WORLD enable subscribers always to be 
sure their tariff files are up-to-date. 
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Chicago’s and Kansas City’s 


Merchandise Most Modern Warehouses use 


: WAREBC, : i 
forage gat Sie Foreign Freight 
Pool Car 


ai Gat Distribution For War d ers 


JACKSONVILLE, FLA. Established 1884 
WIESENFELD WAREHOUSE company | D.C. ANDREWS & CO., Inc. 


General Merchandise Storage and Distribution. z 
Sonnet end Satellagadk Gereins. 27-29 Water a, ae York, U.S. A. 


References: Any jobber, banker or transportation man in the city. “— . 
DEEP WATER AND RAIL CONNECTIONS 52 State Street 
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The Largest and Finest Hotel in the State 


TERMINAL WAREHOUSES OF ST. JOSEPH, Inc. 
“The Leading Hotel of Denver” 


ST. J en en 










GEOGRAPHICALLY 
LOCATED TO RENDER ROY’S COSMOPOLITAN ORCHESTRA 
DISTRIBUTORS EVERY EVENING 
DISTINCTIVE WAREHOUSE meiatmnienl> 
AND — CALVIN H. MORSE, Manager C. S. PRYOR, Ase’t Manager 
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JOS. STOCKTON TRANSFER CO. 


1020 SOUTH CANAL STREET 


70 YEARS’ EXPERIENCE 
Teaming — Motor Trucking — Carload Distribuzion 


MUSKOGEE, OKLAHOMA 


2 Fireproof Warehouses 
Merchandise and Household Goods Stored 
Pool Cars Distributed — Railroad Siding. 


MUSKOGEE TRANSFER & STORAGE C0. 


YOUR SPOT STOCK 


OMAHA 


WILL BE HANDLED 
IN OUR 


FIREPROOF 
> WAREHOUSE 


® With Care, Speed 
; and Courtesy 


7 MEMBER A. W. A. 
MERCANTILE STORAGE & WAREHOUSE CO. 


UTICA, N.Y. 















In the Heart of New York State 


Broad Street Warehouse Corp. 


700 Broad Street 


Utica is the Most Natural and Practical Point 
for Warehousing and Distribution 
in Central New York 


Also Freight Rate Breaking Point 
on Eastern Shipments 


BUILDS BETTEF BUSINESS 


MERCANTILE WAREHOUSING AND DISTRIBUTING 


DENVER, COLORADO 
Kennicott-Patterson Warehouse Corporation 


STORAGE AND DISTRIBUTION OF 





Merchandise and Household Goods 
Serving many large National Distributors. Write us for infermation and rates 
1700 Sixteenth Street, DENVER, COLORADO 


Auto Trucking Service to all Leading Cities and Suburban 
Towns Radiating out of Utica, N. Y. 
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Digest of New Complaints 


be 


No. 20068. Graco Milling Co., Sherman, Tex., vs. A. & S. et al. 

Rates and charges in violation of sections 1, 2, 3 and 4 of the 
act, on cottonseed meal and cakes when given transit at Sher- 
man, Tex. Asks rates for future and reparation. 

No. 20069. Day Builders Supply Co., Ine., Alexandria, La., vs. New 
York Central et al. 

Unreasonable rates or charges on shipment of lathing ex- 
panded metal, steel channels and steel bars from Youngstown, 
O., to Alexandria, La. Asks reparation. 

No. _— Consumers Material Corp., Kansas City, Mo., vs. Santa Fe 
et al. 

Rates in violation of sections 1, 2, 3, 4 and 6 of the act, on 
crushed stone or rock, gravel and sand, from plants in Kansas 
City, Mo., Rosedale and Holliday, Kan., to points in Kansas and 
Missouri via interstate routes. Asks rates for future and repara- 
tion. 

No. 20071. Delmar Co. et al., Minneapolis, Minn., vs. C. M. & St. P. 

Unreasonable rates and charges on grain from points on de- 
fendant’s line, stored in transit at Minneapolis, and reforwarded 
to Superior, Wis., or Duluth, Minn. Asks reparation. 

No. 20072. The Light Grain & Milling Co., Liberal, Kan., vs. Santa Fe 
et al. 

Rates in violation of sections 1 and 4 of the act, on wheat and 
coarse grain and/or products thereof from Turpin, Okla., to Moun- 
tainair, N. M. Asks rates for future and reparation. 

No. 20073. The F. E. Reed Glass Co., Rochester, N. Y., vs. Erie et al. 

Rates and charges in violation of first three sections of the 
act, on glass bottles from Rochester, N. Y., to Millis, Mass. Asks 
reparation. 

No. 20074. Clovis Mill & Elevator Co. et al., Clovis, N. M., vs. A. & 
S. et al. . 

Rates in violation of first two sections of the act, on grain from 
Clovis, Grier and Portales, N. M., to Galveston, Tex. Asks rates 
for future and reparation. 

No. 20075. Benson-Quinn Co., Minneapolis, Minn., -vs; Director General, 
as agent, Great Northern. ey 

Illegal charges on oats from points in Minnesota and South 
Dakota to Minneapolis and other points. Asks reparation. 

No. 20076. Fulton Bag & Cotton Mills, Atlanta, Ga., vs. Santa Fe et al. 

Rates in violation of sections 1 and 4 of the act, on used burlap 
/-ags between points in Louisiana and Utah. Asks rates for future 
and reparation. 

No. 20077. Sunderland Brothers Co., Omaha, Neb., vs. Chicago & North 
Western. 

Unreasonable charges on pressed building brick from Boone, Ia., 
to Bennington, Neb.. Asks rates and charges for future and repara- 
tion. silent 

No. 20078. The Port Utilities Commission of Charleston, S. C., vs. 
Baltimore & Carolina S. S. Co. of Baltimore City. 

Alleges that refusal of defendant to pay to complainant charges 
for detention of cars is an-unjust and unreasonable practice in 
violation of section 1 of the act. Asks cease and desist order, rea- 
sonable rules and regulations for interchange of cars between com- 
plajnant and defendant, and that defendant be required to pay 
charges. 

No. era The Newport Rolling Mill Co., Newport, Ky., vs. Santa Fe 
et al. 

Rates-in violation of sections 1 and 3 of the act, on spelter from 
points in Arkansas, Oklahoma, Missouri and Kansas to Newport, 
Ky. Asks rates for future and reparation. 

No. :20080.. The Southern Cotton Oil Co. et al., New. Orleans, La., vs. 
Florida East Coast. . 

Alleges that defendant refuses to switch complainant’s carload 
shipments of lard substitute from its Miami, Fla., municipal dock 
tracks to defendant’s private side track leased to A. Earle Clark 
& Son at the legally applicable rate. Asks establishment. of charge 
of 720 cents per car. : , 


No. 20081. Vail Co., Los Angeles, Calif., vs. Southern Pacific et al. 

Unreasonable rates and/or charges on feeder sheep from Red 
House, Winnemucea and Jungo, Nev., to Calipatria and Shamrock, 
Calif. Asks rates for future and reparation. 

No. 7. - C. Noll, Omaha, Neb., vs. Chicago, Rock Island & Pa- 
cific et al. 

Unreasonable rates on radio cabinets with built in horns, car- 
I6ads,. from Red Lion, Pa., to Omaha, Nebr. Asks rating and 
rates for future and reparation. 

No. 20083.. Petroleum Industrial Corporation of America, Pueblo, Colo., 
vs.“Santa Fe et al. 

Rates and charges in violation of sections 1 and 6 of the act, on 
wrought iron pipe and oil well equipment from -.Liberal, Kan., to 
Florence, Colo. Asks reparation. 

No. 20084. The American Cross Arm Co., Jacksonville, Fla., vs. Nor- 
folk & Western et al. 

_Unreasonable rates and charges on locust-wood cross-arm tele- 
phone insulator pins from Buchanan, Va., to Jacksonville, Fla. 
Asks rates for future and reparation. 

No. 20085. Miller Lumber Co., Boonville, Miss., vs. New York Central. 

Charges in violation of sections 1 and 6 of the act, on lumber 
from Tuscumbia, Ala., reconsigned to North Tonawanda, N. Y. 
Asks reparation. 

No. 20086. Sumter Packing Co., Roanoke, Va., vs. A. C. L. et al. 

Rates in violation of sections 1, 3 and 4 of the act, on canned 
fruits and vegetables in metal cans, carloads and less than car- 
loads, from Sumter and other South Carolina points to points in 
Kansas, Illinois, Missouri, Ohio, Indiana, Nebraska, Kentucky 
and other states. Asks rates for future and reparation. 

No. —* The Warren Co., Atlanta, Ga., vs. Atlanta & West Point 
et al. 

Unreasonable charges on bent plate glass from Ford City, Pa., 
to Atlanta (Lakewood station), Ga. Asks rate for future and 
reparation. 

‘No. 20088. South Chester Tube Co., Chester, Pa., vs. Santa Fe et al. 

Unreasonable rates on wrought iron or steel pipe, from Chester, 
Pa., ‘to Spearman, Tex. Asks reparation. 

No. 20089. The Standard Lumber Co., Birmingham, Ala., vs. B. & O. 
etal. 

Rates ‘in ‘violation of sections 1, 4 and 6 of the act, on lumber 
between Omaha, .Ga., and Belpre, O. Asks rates for future and 


reparation. : 
No. 20090. Globe Grain & ‘Milling Co., Los Angeles, Calif., vs. Southern 
Pacific Co. 


Rates .and .charges .in vidiation of -sections 1, .3 and 6 @f the act, 
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on wheat, corn and other grain from transcontinental points ip 
groups E, F, G, H and J, to Los Angeles. Alleges defendants re. 
fused transit privileges at Los Angeles. Asks transit requirements 
and reparation. 

No. 20091. Harry Schimmel, New York, N. Y., vs. Illinois Central et al, 

Rates in violation of sections 1, 3 and 6 of the act, on cotton- 
seed hull fibre or shavings from Memphis, Tenn., to Columbus, 
O., Yazoo City, Miss., to New York, N. Y., Jackson, Temn., to 
Brooklyn, N. Y., and Yazoo City to Brooklyn, because billed de. 
scription was changed to cotton seed linters, cotton linters, second 
= or cotton linters. Asks cease and desist order and repara- 
tion. 

No. 20092. Traffic Bureau, Valdosta Chamber of Commerce, Inc., Val- 
dosta, Ga., vs. Atlantic Coast Line et al. 

Object of complaint is to obtain reasonable through rates on 
hay, flour, and all grain products moving between Valdosta and 
interstate destinations and points of’ origin in the United States 
and Canada, and particularly from origins in Missouri, Kansas, 
Nebraska, the Dakotas, Minnesota, Iowa, Wisconsin, Illinois, In- 
diana, Kentucky and Tennessee; to have removed any unjust dis- 
crimination or undue prejudice found to exist, and to obtain 
reparation. 

No. ~— Simms Oil Co., Dallas, Tex., vs. St. Louis-San Francisco 
et al. 

Unreasonable rates on oil well supplies between points in Texas 
and points in Arkansas, and between points in Oklahoma and 
points in Texas. Asks rates for future and reparation. 

No. 20094. Simms Oil Co., Dallas, Tex., vs. Houston & Texas Central 
et al. 

Unreasonable rates on iron tanks, k. d., from Mexia, Tex., to 
El Dorado, Ark. Asks rates for future and reparation. 

No. 20095. Page & Hill Co., Minneapolis, Minn., vs. C. M. & St. P. et al. 

Charges in violation of sections 1, 3 and 6 of the act, on cedar 
poles from Minnesota Transfer, Minn., to Blackburn, Mo. Asks 
reparation. 

No. 20096. The Washington Building Lime Co., Baltimore, Md., vs. 
Pennsylvania et al. p 

Unreasonable rates and charges on lime from Woodville, O., to 
points in Virginia. Asks rates for future and reparation. 

No. 20097. Big Lakes Box Co. et al., San Francisco, Calif., vs Southern 
Pacific et al. . 

Rates and charges in violation of sections 1 and 3 of the act, 
on box and crate material from points in California and Oregon 
to points on Holten Inter-Urban Railway lines in Imperial Valley, 
Calif. Asks rates for future and reparation. 

No. 20098. Yates Grocery Co., Tallahassee, Fla., vs. 
Line et al. 

Rates in violation of sections 1 and 3 of the act, on fresh fruits 
and vegetables from points in Virginia and New York to Talla- 
hassee, Fla., Georgia points alleged to be preferred. Asks rates 
for future and reparation. 

No. ‘/. on Paper Co. et al., New York, N. Y., vs. A. C. 
- et al. 

Rates in violation of sections 1 and 3 of the act, on newsprint 
paper from Gatineau and Three Rivers, Que., to Memphis, Nash- 
ville, Knoxville and Chattanooga, Tenn., and Birmingham, Ala. 
Asks rates for future. 

Ne.  menies Verde Copper Co. et al., Clarkdale, Ariz., vs. A. & 

. et al. 

Rates in violation of first three sections of the act, on brick and 
fire clay from Gallup and Santa Fe, N. M., El Paso, Tex., Pueblo, 
Canon City and Denver, Colo., Mexico and St. Louis, Mo., Chi- 
cago and East St. Louis, Ill., Hammond, Ind., Chester, Clearfield, 
Mt. Union and Woodland, Pa., Curtiss Bay and Baltimore, Md., 
and points grouped therewith or taking the same rates, to Clark- 
dale and Jerome, Ariz. Asks rates for future and reparation. 

No. 20101. Heywood-Wakefield Co. Boston, Mass., vs. Ann Arbor et al. 

Rates and charges in violation of sections 1 and 3 of the act, 
on woven paper fabric from and to points in the three classifica- 
tion territories. Asks ratings, rates and charges for future and 
reparation. 

No. 20102.. John J. Quinn Co., Inc., Miami; Fla., vs. A. B. & A. et al. 

Unreasonable charges on bituminous asphalt rock from Bowl- 
ing Green, Ky., to Miami, Fla., and other Florida points on Florida 
East Coast. Asks rates for future and reparation. 


No. 20103. The Pillsbury Flour Mills Co., Minneapolis, Minn., vs. Chi- 
cago Great Western et al. 

Unlawful charges on grain and grain products from Rogers, 
Neb., to Buffalo, N. Y., transited at Minneapolis. Asks reparation. 

No. 20104. Farmers Elevator Co. et al., Monticello, Ind., vs. Chicago, 
Indianapolis & Louisville. 

Rates in violation of first three sections of the act on grain 
from Monticello, Guernsey and Yeoman, Ind., to Chicago, IIl., as 
compared with rates from Monon and other Indiana stations on 
defendant’s line. Asks rates for future and reparation. 


No. 20105. Bronfman Coal Co., Newark, N. J., vs. Erie et al. 
Unreasonable rates on anthracite coal from Lake Ariel, Pa., to 
Newark, N. J. Asks reparation. 


No. — McDavitt Brothers et al., Brownsville, Tex., vs. Santa Fe 
et al. 

Unreasonable rates and charges on seed potatoes from points 
in Nebraska and Wyoming to points in Texas. Asks rates for 
future and reparation. 

No. 20107. Advance Bag & Paper Co., Inc., Howland, Me., vs. Cen- 
tral of New Jersey et al. 

Rates in violation of first three sections of the act, on salt cake 
from Everett and South Wilmington, Mass., and Jersey City, N. J., 
and from Portland, Me., to Howland, Me. Asks rates for future 
and reparation. 

No. i. © — & Co., Inc., of Okla., Oklahoma City, Okla., vs. B. 
. et al. 

Rates in violation of sections 1 and 6 of the act, on inedible 
tallow from Oklahoma City to St. Bernard and Ivorydale, OQ. 
Asks rates for future and reparation. 

No. 20109. The W. O. Anderson Commission Co. et al., Topeka, Kan., 
vs. Santa Fe et al. 

Rates in violation of sections 1 and 3 of the act, on Christmas 
trees from Kettle River, Minn., and Ishpeming, Mich., and points 
taking same rates, to Topeka, Kan., as compared with rates to 
Kansas City. Asks rates for future and reparation. 

No. oa Blue Diamond Co., Los Angeles, Calif., vs. Western Pacific 
et al. 

Rates and charges in violation of first three sections of the act, 
on plaster and plaster products from Los Angeles to points on 
Southern Pacific in Oregon. Asks rates for future. 

No. 20111. Barnsdall Refineries, Inc., et al., Tulsa, Okla., vs. Midland 
Valley et al. 

Unreasonable rates on petroleum gas oil from Barnsdall, Okla., 

to Louisville, Ky. Asks reparation. 
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ROCHESTER, N. Y. 





GENERAL MERCHANDISE STORAGE 
Distribution 


The only modern Merchandise Warehouse fully 
equipped and centrally located in the 
City of Rochester. 









Insurance rate 12 cents per $100.00. 


Located on private siding of the Buffalo, Rochester 
& Pittsburgh Railway, enjoying switching at 
flat Rochester rate with all steam roads. 


B. R. & P. Warehouse, Inc., *°ny"" 
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PANAMA MAILS.S.CO. 


Fast Freight and Passenger Service 


Scheduled Sailings via Panama Canal 
From—SAN FRANCISCO AND LOS ANGELES 
To—HAVANA AND NEW YORK 


EASTBOUND SAILINGS 


From San Francisco From Los Angeles 
S. S. ECUADOR. ....0.c00.-06 October 29 October 31 
S.S. COLOMBIA ............ November 26 November 28 
S.S. VENEZUELA........... December 17 December 19 
Also regular sailings for Mazatlan, Manzanillo, Cham- 
perico, San Jose de Guatemala, Acajutla, La Libertad, La 
Union, Corinto, Amapala, Puntarenas, San Juan del Sur 
and Balboa, Cristobal (Panama) and Buenaventura. 
Trans-Shipment at Panama for South America and European Ports 


OFFICES 
350 Marquette Bldg., Chicago, Ill. 2 Pine Street, San Francisco, Cal. 


10 Hanover Sq., New York, N.Y. 548 S. Spring St., Los Angeles, Cal. 


Middlesex Transportation Co. 


PIER 16, NORTH RIVER, Foot Barclay Street 
NEW YORK CITY 


Operates Daily (.@5%",) Fast Steamship Freight Service 
LEAVING NEW YORK AT 3 P. M. 
BETWEEN 


New York City and New Brunswick, N. J. 
Steamer Connections Made with All Leading Water Lines in 
New York Harbor, including Delivery of Freight 

We also Operate Daily Express Auto Service 
between Jersey City, Newark, Elizabeth, Rahway, New 


Brunswick, Trenton, Camden, and 72 other cities in New 
Jersey, as also Philadelphia, Pa. 








































The Cotton Concentration Company 


Incorporated 


Concentrators and Distributors of Cotton 
and General Merchandise 


LOCATED AT GALVESTON, TEXAS 
The World’s Largest Cotton Port 


























Si High Density Compresses, Capacity 6,000 Bales 
Per Day. 


Eocuippea with Sprinkler System Throughout. 






Reiiable Transportation at a Moment’s Notice. 






Y arious Warehouses’ Storage Capacity 400,000 Bales 
of Cotton. 


J tesrity of Our Warehouse Receipts Is Unques- 
tioned. 







Capacity of Tracks Serving Plants Over 500 Cars. 






FEtabtisnea System of Service. 






WE NEITHER BUY NOR SELL COTTON 


We Care Not ‘“‘From Whence It Comes Nor 
Whither It Goes,’? That’s Your 
Business and Yours Only 






GEO. SEALY J. GARRISON 
President Vice-Pres. and Gen’! Manager 









Test Your Traffic 
Knowledge and Judgment 
FREE 


Traffic knowledge is one thing. Traffic judg- 
ment is another. The possession of both is 
absolutely necessary to success in this new and 
fascinating profession. 

Learn if your traffic knowledge and judgment 
are worth developing, and how much training 
you will need, through our unique, practical test. 
You will be frankly told what your score is. 

We offer you training and development in 
Traffic Management subjects and also Traffic 
Law and I. C. C. Procedure. All training avail- 
able through Chicago resident classes and by 
mail. Personal, individual criticism on your work. 

Send now for your free test. Satisfy yourself 
whether you have the natural ability to succeed 
in treffic. 


yA UEADANCE ry 


Single Subject. Well Taught! 


608-618 S. Dearborn”St., Chicago Dept. Y 
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No. 20112. Raleigh Savings Bank & Trust Co., trustees for Austine 
Stephenson Co., Durham, N. C., vs. A. C. L. et al. 

Illegal rate on cotton from Angier, N. C., to Spray, N. C., Green- 
ville and Union, S. C. Asks reparation. 

. = Clay & Co. et al., Chicago, Ill., vs. City of Prineville 

y. et al. 

Unreasonable rates on sheep and lambs and cattle from points 
in Oregon on Prineville line to Chicago, Omaha, Kansas City, 
South St. Joseph and other Missouri River markets. Asks rates 
for future and reparation. $ * 

No. 20114. Crown Willamette Paper Co., San Francisco, Calif., vs. 
Nelson & Albemarle et al. 

Rates in violation of first three sections of the act, on soap- 
stone furnace linings from Schuyler, Va., to Camas, Wash. Asks 
reparation. 

No. gh y Oklahoma City (Okla.) Mill & Elevator Co. et al. vs. Frisco 
et al. 

Unreasonable rates on grain and grain products from Oklahoma 
points to stations on the M. & N. A. in Arkansas. Asks rates 
for future and reparation. 

No. 20116. Shreveport (La.) Chamber of Commerce on behalf of 
Shreveport Lamp Chimney Co. vs. Houston & Shreveport et al. 

Rate in violation of first two sections of the act, on lamp 
chimneys from Shreveport, La., to El Paso, Tex. Asks cease and 
desist order and reparation. 

No. 20117. J. Fred Amsden, Malone, N. Y., vs. Temiskaming & North- 
ern Ontario et al. 

Rate in violation of section 4 of the act, on pulpwood from 
points in Ontario on line of Temiskaming & Northern Ontario to 
Lockport, N. Y. Asks reparation. 

No. = a Union Metal Mfg. Co., Canton, O., vs. Michigan Cen- 
tral et al. 

Rate in violation of first three sections of the act, on sand from 
Michigan City, Ind., to Canton, O. Asks rate of $2.15 and repara- 


tion. 
No. 20119. Kraft Cheese Co., Chicago, Ill., vs. Los Angeles & Salt 
Lake et al. 


Charges in violation of first three sections of the act, on cheese 
from Victor and Woodside, Mont., to Pocatello, Ida., stored in 
transit at latter point and reshipped to Los Angeles and San 
Francisco, Calif. Asks rates for future and reparation. 

No. | oy  snaetinsimiaiens Seed Co. et al., Kansas City, Mo., vs. A. & 
S. et al. 

Rates in violation of first three sections of the act, on millet 
seed from Texas, Oklahoma, Nebraska, Colorado, Kansas and 
other states to Kansas City and St. Louis, Mo., and Chicago, IIl. 
Asks rates for future and reparation. 

No. agen Clayton et al., Houston, Tex., vs. Arizona East- 
ern et al. 

Unreasonable rates and charges on cotton and cotton linters 
from Phoenix and other Arizona points to San Diego, Los An- 
geles, San Pedro, Wilmington, East San Pedro and Wingfoot, 
Calif. Asks reparation. 

No. Fg ee Lea Packing Co. et al., Albert Lea, Minn., vs. Santa 

e et al. 

Unreasonable rates on fresh meat from Oklahoma City, Okla., 
and Albert Lea, Minn., to various points in eastern trunk line and 
New England territories. Asks reparation. 

No. ly a United States Bung Mfg. Co., Brooklyn, N. Y., vs. B. 
. et al. 

Unreasonable charges on wooden bungs from Cincinnati, O., to 

New York, Philadelphia, Baltimore and Chicago. Asks reparation. 


No. 20124. The Columbus Packing Co., Columbus, O., vs. N. & W. 
Alleges defendant refuses to grant the privilege of stop-off to 
partly unload shipments of fresh meats and packing house prod- 
ucts moving via its rails. Asks order requiring defendant to 
grant said privilege. 


No. 20125. Krenning Schlapp Wholesale Grocery Co., St. Louis, Mo., 
vs. C. & N. W. et al. 

Charges in violation of sections 1, 4 and 6 of the act, on canned 

peas from Friesland, Wis., to St. Louis, Mo. Asks reparation. 


No. a S. H. Franklin Co. et al., Minneapolis, Minn., vs. C. B. & Q. 
et al. 

Rates and charges in violation of first three sections of the 

act, on carload of mixed dining room furniture from Marion, Ind., 


to Minneapolis, Minn. Asks reparation. 


No. 20127. Watters Tonge Lumber Co., Birmingham, Ala., vs. Gulf 
& Ship Island et al. 

Rates and charges in violation of sections 1 and 6 of the act, 

on lumber from Columbia, Miss., to Mount Vernon, Ky. Asks 


reparation. 
Mo., vs. Wabash 


No. "9 Berkowitz Envelope Co., 
et al. 

Rates, charges, ratings, and minimum weights in violation of 
sections 1 and 3 of the act, on envelopes from Kansas City, Mo., 
to points in Central Freight and Southeatern territories, or on the 
border between W. T. L. territory on the one hand and Central 
—— and Southeastern territory on the other. Asks relief for 
uture. 

No. 20129. The Prairie Oil & Gas Co., 
C. & St. L. et al. 

Rates and charges in violation of sections 1, 2, 3 and 6 of the act, 
on wrought iron pipe from McKeesport, Pa., to Okemah, Okla., 
diverted to Henryetta, Okla. Asks reparation. 

No. 20131. Kelly, Weber & Co., Ltd., Lake Charles, La., vs. Texas & 
New Orleans et al. 

Charges in violation of sections 1 and 3 of the act, on muriate of 
potash from Houston, Tex., to Lake Charles, La., and Sacalait 
Siding, La. Asks reparation. 

No. 20132. Rodney Milling Co., Kansas City, Mo., vs. Frisco et al. 

Rates and charges in violation of sections 1, 2 and 3 of the act, 
on wheat flour milled in transit at Kansas City, Mo., from wheat 
originated at points on U. P. in Kansas, and shipped to points in 

issouri on Frisco. Asks rates for future and waiver of collec- 
tion of undercharges. 

No. 20133. Transcontinental Oil Co., Tulsa, Okla., vs. Atlantic & St. 
Andrews ws | et al. 

Unreasonable and prejudicial rates on fullers’ earth from Jamie- 
son, Quincy and Midway, Fla., to Boynton, Okla., and Kort Worth 
(Hodge), Tex. Asks rates for future and reparation. 

No. 20134. Covey-Ballard Motor Co., Salt Lake City, Utah, vs. C. M. 
& St. P. et al. 

Rates and charges in violation of sections 1, 3 and 4 of the act, 
on automobiles and parts from Racine Junction, Wis., to Salt 
Lake City, Utah. Asks rates and minimum weights for future 
and reparation. 

No. oy Phoenix Flour Mills et al., Phoenix, Ariz., vs. Santa Fe 
et al. 
Unreasonable rates on burlap and jute bags from points in 


Kansas City, 


Independence, Kan., vs. C. C. 
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- 20136. J. C. Penney Co., Inc., New York City, vs. C. C. C. & x 


- 20141. 


- 20144. 
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California to Phoenix, Mesa, Tucson and Safford, Ariz. Asks rates 
for future and reparation. 
L. et al. 

Unlawful rates on worsted and artificial 


silk hosiery 
Athens, Ga., to Alpena, Mich. Asks reparation. 


from 


. 20137. Knight-Luttrell Iron Co., Atlanta, Ga., vs. Southern et aj, 


Unreasonable rates on scrap iron and scrap steel from Anderson 
and other South Carolina points to Oakland City, Ga. Asks rates 
for future and reparation. 


. 20138. The Jessup & Moore Paper Co., Philadelphia, Pa., vs, 4. 


Cc. & YT. & Bi. 
Unreasonable rates on woodpulp from Wilmington, Del., to 
points in Eastern Trunk Line and C. F. A. territories and points 
west thereof. Asks rates for future and reparation. 
20139. Charles B. Justice Co., San Diego, Calif., vs. Holton Inter. 
Urban et al. 
Unreasonable rates on hay from Holtville, 


Moss and Orita, 
Calif., to San Diego and Chula Vista, Calif. 


Asks reparation. 


. 20140. Luzerne Paper Corp., Hadley, N. Y., vs. New Haven et al, 


Rates and charges in violation of first three sections of the act, 
on rosin size from New York City, Waterbury, Conn., and Rens. 
salaer, N. Y., to Hadley, N. Y. Asks rates for future and repara- 
tion. 

Chautauqua & Erie Grape Growers’ Co-operative Assn., 
Inc., et al., Westfield, N. Y., vs. Erie et al. ij 

Unreasonabie rates on grapes from points in Chautauqua, Erie 
and Cattaraugus counties, N. Y., and Erie county, Pa., to points 
in New York, Pennsylvania; New Jersey, Maryland, Delaware, Vir- 
ginia, Massachusetts, Rhode Island, Connecticut, New Hampshire, 
Maine, Vermont, Ohio, Illinois, West Virginia, Indiana, Michigan, 
Wisconsin, District of Columbia, Missouri, and Kentucky. Alleges 
that rates on grapes from California to destinations indicated 
unduly prefer California shippers and shipments and prejudice 
shippers and shipments from New York and Pennsylvania points. 
Alleges depression exists in grape industry in New York and 
Pennsylvania, and that complainants should have relief under 
Hoch-Smith resolution. Asks rates for future. 


. 20142. Portsmouth Cotton Oil Refining Corp., Portsmouth, Va., ys. 


Aberdeen & Rockfish et al. 

Unreasonable rates on cottonseed and other vegetable oils from 
points in the Carolinas to Portsmouth, Va. Asks rates for future 
and reparation. 


. 20143. H. F. Wilcox Oil & Gas Co., Tulsa, Okla., vs. Santa Fe et al. 


Unreasonable rates on wrought iron pipe between points in 
Kansas and Oklahoma. Asks rates for future and reparation. 
The Barrett Co., New York City, vs. Santa Fe et al. 

Rates in violation of sections 1, 2, 3 and 13 of the act in con- 
nection with shipments of paving and roofing tars and pitches 
from St. Louis, Mo., and Birmingham, Ala., to points in South- 
western territory. Alleges competitors at Denver, Colo., are 
preferred. Asks rates for future. 

20146. Penn Facing Mills Co., New York, N. Y., et al., vs. Ann 
Arbor et al. 

Unreasonable rates on ground coal from points in Pennsylvania, 
Michigan and Illinois to various interstate destinations. Asks 
rates for future and reparation. 


. 20147. The Mangelsdorf Seed Co., Atchison, Kan., vs. Santa Fe 


et al. 

Rates in violation of sections 1 and 3 of the act, on millet seed 
“rom points in Colorado, Kansas and Nebraska to Atchison, Kan., 
and points east thereof and other points and from producing points 
in Colorado, Kansas and Nebraska and Atchison to points in Kan- 
sas, Colorado and Nebraska. Asks rates for future and reparation. 
20148. Western Carolina Shippers’ Association et al., Asheville, 
N. C., vs. Southern. 

Rates in violation of sections 1 and 3 of the act, on cast iron 
pipe from Lynchburg, Va., to Waynesville, N. C. Asks rate for 
future and reparation. 


. 20149. Clay Products Traffic Association of the St. Louis Dis- 


trict, St. Louis, Mo., vs. A. C. & Y. et al. 

Rates and charges in violation of sections 1 and 3 of the act, 
on fire brick and other clay products from Mexico, Farber, Wells- 
ville and New Florence, Mo., to points in Indiana, Michigan, Ohio, 
Kentucky, Pennsylvania, New England, Virginia and West Vir- 
ginia, and Canada. Asks rates for future. 


. 20150. Sherrill Terminal Co., Pensacola, Fla., vs. L. & N. et al. 


Charges in violation of sections 1 and 4 of the act, on gasoline 
from Pensacola, Fla., to Marion, Ala. Asks rates for future and 
reparation. 


. 20151. Shreveport (La.) Chamber of Commerce et al. vs. C. B. & 


Q. et al. 

Rates in violation of the first four sections of the act, on grain 
and grain products originating at various interstate points to 
destinations in Louisiana on the Kansas City Southern and con- 
nections. Asks reparation. 

20152. American Paint & Varnish Manufacturers’ Association et al. 
Chicago, vs. A..C. & Y. et ai. 

Rates and charges in violation of sections 1 and 6 of the act, 
on opaque lacquer between all points in United States. Asks rates 
for future and reparation. 


. 20153. J. J. Kilpatrick, doing business as J. J. Kilpatrick Post 


'Co., Oklahoma City, Okla., vs. Santa Fe et al. 


. 20155. California Pine Box Distributors et al., 


Rates in violation of sections 1 and 4 of the act, on fence posts 
from points on Paris & Great Northern in Texas to points on 
Panhandle & Santa Fe in Texas. Asks rates for future and 
reparation. 


. 20154. Inland Waterways Corporation, New Orleans, La., vs. North- 


ern Pacific et al. 

Alleges that basis of divisions that defendants insist shall be 
used in dividing joint through rates established under decision 
of Commission in Commercial Club of Fargo, N. D., vs. Inland 
Waterways Corporation et al., Docket 19132, decided July 28, 
1927, between Fargo, N. D., and points in Illinois, Missouri, Indi- 
ana and Iowa, gives to the lines west of St. Paul-Minneapolis, 
Minn., the same revenue they receive from the standard all-rail 
rates between the same points on classes and commodities, and 
that such basis of divisions is excessive and unreasonable and 
gives complainant inadequate proportions of revenue. Asks order 
requiring defendants to join with complainant in establishing just, 
reasonable and equitable divisions. 

San Francisco, 
Calif. vs. Southern Pacific et al. 

Rates in violation of first four sections of the act, on forest 
products from points in the ‘“‘Coast group,” ‘‘Truckee group,’ and 
points on Nevada-California-Oregon Railway to points in New 
Mexico and Texas. Asks reparation on shipments of shook from 
Westwood, Calif., and Klamath Falls, Ore., to points in Texas, 
and rates for the future on forest products named in ‘“‘Toll’s Tar- 
iff 27.” 
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Speed on Orient 
Mails 


The fastest service wins the mail. This line 
is used to carry Government Mail to the 
Orient on account of the quick delivery. That 
same speed is available for your freight and 
express shipments, thereby saving interest on 
Capital. Win sales by service. Sailings every 
fourteen days from Seattle for Yokohama, 
Kobe, Shanghai, Hong Kong and Manila. 
Through Bills of Lading issued to other ports. 


T.J. Kehoe, General Eastern Agent, 32 Broadway, New York City 


W.G. Roche Inc., General Agt., R. W. Bruce, General Agent, 
Dime Bank Building, 110 South Dearborn St., 
Detroit, Mich. Chicago, Ill. 
L. L. Bates, General Freight Agent, 
1519 Railroad Ave. So., Seattle, Wash. 


American Mail Line 


Other Offices, Boston, Philadelphia, Portland, Ore. 
Tacoma, Wash. Vancouver, B.C. and Victoria, B.C. 





NEWARK, N.J. 
STORAGE 


NEWARK WAREHOUSE co. x 


Located in the Heart of the City and in the Center of the 
New York Metropolitan Area 


STORAGE IN TRANSIT 


Pool Car Distribution 


All Freight Unloaded Under Cover 
Grinnell Dry System Sprinkler Throughout 
Private Siding Connection with 
The Central Railroad Co. of New Jersey 
For rates and arrangements, apply or write to 


F. W. STOKES, Manager 


NEWARK WAREHOUSE CO., Newark, N. J. 
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WORLD DE 


MAVELVE 


FREIGHT SERVICE 


1 0 4 SHIPS. Frequent sail- 

ings. Many special- 
ized types of carriers. Low 
insurance rates. Fast mail 


liners. Care and skill in han-~ 
dling. Prompt forwarding. 


These are some of the factors which 
enable us to render the shipper a 
service of unusual merit. 


INTERNATIONAL MERCANTILE MARINE COMPANY 
No. 1 Broadway, New York City. 127 South State St., Chicago 


A. C, FETTEROLF 
Vice President Freight Trafic 


GULF DACIFIC LANE 


SAILINGS EVERY FOURTEEN DAYS 
FROM 


Houston, Mobile,New Orleans 
AND 
Regular Service From 


Beaumont, Port Arthur, Lake Charles 


Galveston, Tampa 
TO 


San Diego, Los Angeles, San Francisco 
Oakland, Portland, Seattle, Tacoma™ 
and Vancouver (B. C.) 


Through Bills of Lading issued to Hawaii, Australia, 
New Zealand and Dutch East Indies for trans- 
shipment at San Francisco. 


THE STEELE STEAMSHIP LINE, INC., General Gulf Agents 
Main Office: 424 Whitney Building, New Orleans, La. 


SWAYNE & HOYT, INC., Pacific Coast General Agents 
Main Office: 430 Sansome Street, San Francisco, Calif. 


SWAYNE & HOYT, INC., W. J. SMITH, General Agent 
209 South La Salle Street Chicago, IIl. 
SWAYNE & HOYT, INC., H. H. KENNEDY, General Agent 
320 Merchants Exchange Building St. Louis, Mo. 


THE STEELE STEAMSHIP LINE, INC., General Agents 
15 Moore Street New York, N. Y. 





MEN IN TRANSPORTATION 





Nearly a quarter of a century ago a member of Congress 
from Wisconsin was assigned to the House committee on inter- 
state and foreign commerce. That was the beginning of an un- 
usual record in the public service, particularly that part of it 
having to do with transportation. John J. Esch has had an 
experience that few men in public life have had—that of hav- 
ing played an important part in the making of laws and later 
administering them. 

In the interstate commerce act, as amended by the trans- 
portation act, and in other acts having to do with interstate 
commerce, may be found the results of work done by the present 
chairman of the Interstate Commerce Commission when he was 
a member of Congress. Mr. Esch was elected to the Fifty-sixth 
Congress in November, 1898. Several years later he became a 





JOHN J. ESCH 


member of the House committee on interstate and foreign com- 
merce. He served on that committee for eighteen years and 
was its chairman in the sixty-sixth Congress when the trans- 
portation act was passed. 


For many years Mr. Esch directed his efforts in Congress 
to obtain enactment of legislation that wuold reduce hazards 
to human life in the operation of trains. The first bill requir- 
ing carriers to establish automatic block signals was introduced 
‘by him, as also was the first bill requiring passenger cars to be 
constructed of steel or with steel underframes. In the trans- 
portation act, otherwise called the Esch-Cummins act, authority 
was given the Commission to require carriers to install, after 
investigation, automatic train-stop or train-control devices, or 
other safety devices. The administration of this part of the 
law is now under the supervision of a division of the Commis- 
sion headed by Commissioner Esch. 

Other “safety” legislation fathered by Mr. Esch included 
the hours of service act, the accident reports act, and amend- 
ments to the safety appliance acts, the transportation of ex- 
plosives act, and the locomotive boiler inspection act. 

The Hepburn act, under which the Commission obtained its 
authority to prescribe just and reasonable rates, resulted from 
efforts put forward by Mr. Esch and the late Senator Townsend, 
of Michigan, who wrote the Esch-Townsend bill that later be- 
came known as the Hepburn act. The car service act, that, 
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with some amendments, now forms a part of the transportation 
act, was written by Mr. Esch. The transportation act, while in 
the process of making, was known as the Esch-Cummins bill. 
Mr. Esch, as chairman of the House committee on interstate 
and foreign commerce, caused many important provisions to be 
written into that act. He served as a member of the so-called 
Newlands committee of Congress that investigated the entire 
situation as to the railroads in 1916. 


The late President Harding appointed Mr. Esch a member 
of the Commission in March, 1921. His term will expire Decem- 
ber 31, 1927. Shortly after the end of the last session of Con- 
gress, Chairman Parker and Representatives Newton, of Min- 
nesota, and Mapes, of Michigan, of the House committee on 
interstate and foreign commerce, asked President Coolidge to 
reappoint their former colleague at the expiration of his present 
term. This appeal for reappointment was based on the ground 
that his knowledge of the history of transportation legislation 
should not be lost to the Commission. 


Mr. Esch became chairman of the Commission January 1, 
1927. The Bureau of Safety and the Bureau of Signals and 
Train-Control Devices of the Commission are under his juris- 
diction. The Commission put him in charge of its motor vehicle 
investigation. In the course of this investigation Mr. Esch pre- 
sided at many of the hearings held throughout the country. A 
report based on this investigation is expected to be submitted by 
the Commission to Congress at the coming session. 


The son of a “Circuit Rider’ of the German Evangelical 
Association, Mr. Esch was born near Norwalk, Wisconsin, 
March 21, 1861. He lived in Milwaukee until 1871 when his 
parents moved to Sparta, Wisconsin. He is a graduate of the 
Sparta high school and the University of Wisconsin. He taught 
for three years in the high school at Sparta, and later took up 
the practice of law at La Crosse, Wisconsin. He served twenty- 
two consecutive years in the House of Representatives.— 
Ss. oH. 8. 


NATIONAL COMMODITY FORECAST 


Transportation requirements for 27 of the principal com- 
modities in the fourth quarter this year (the months of October, 
November and December) will be approximately 174,000 cars 
below the same period last year, or a decrease of 1.9 per cent, 
according to reports received by the car service division of the 
American Railway Association from the thirteen shippers’ re- 
gional advisory boards. 


On the basis of these reports, which are compiled as a 
result of information collected by the various commodity com- 
mittees of the thirteen boards, the car service division estimates 
that 9,232,000 cars will be required to move those commodities 
in the last three months this year compared with 9,406,000 cars 
for the same months in 1926. 


Of the thirteen boards, six estimated an increase in trans- 
portation requirements for the last three months of the year 
compared with the same period last year, while the other seven 
estimated a decrease. The six boards estimating an increase 
over the preceding year were the Middle Atlantic States, Ohio 
Valley, Northwestern, Centralwestern, Pacific Coast and the 
Pacific Northwest. Those estimating a decrease were the Alle- 
gheny, Great Lakes, New England, Southeastern, Middle West- 
ern, Trans-Missouri-Kansas and the Southwestern boards. 


The estimate by each shippers’ regional advisory board as to 
what freight loadings by cars are anticipated for the 27 principal 
commodities in the last three months of this year compared 
with the corresponding period in 1926 and the percentage of 
increase or decrease follow: 


Per Cent 
of Increase 
Board 1926 1927 or Decrease 
a reer 165,394 165,310 
Mid Atlantic States........... 1,073,916 1,088,766 1.4 Increase 
oO eee 1,240,622 1,265,355 2.0 Increase 
rae 379,845 427,298 12.5 Increase 
CONEPAI=WERLEER | ccccccsccccee 338,178 342,200 1.2 Increase 
Co UE eee 381,205 416,611 9.3 Increase 
Pacific Northwest ............ 305,881 322,104 5.3 Increase 
PO Re or ee 1,397,133 1,309,373 6.3 Decrease 
CE I onesie sen ecnscsidicie 571,470 528,804 7.5 Decrease 
Og ee rr 1,208,688 1,145,553 5.2 Decrease 
pi Es ere 1,206,643 1,129,649 6.4 Decrease 
Trans-Missouri-Kansts ....... 402,681 401,821 .2 Decrease 
Southwestern ...... a ee 734,732 689,509 6.2 Decrease 


In submitting reports to the car service division, each board 
estimated what freight car requirements will be for the prin- 
cipal industries found in the territory covered by that board. 
On the basis of this information, the car service division esti- 
mates that of the 27 commodities, increases in transportation 
requirements will be required for fourteen as follows: All grain; 
flour, meal and other mill products; potatoes; other fresh vege- 
tables; clay, gravel, sand and stone, including gypsum, crude 
and powdered; petroleum and petroleum products; sugar, syrup, 
glucose and molasses; cement; lime and plaster; agricultural 
implements and vehicles other than automobiles; fertilizers of 
all kinds; paper, printed matter and books; chemicals and ex- 
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TRANSMARINE LINES 


Intercoastal Service 


TO LOS ANGELES HARBOR (Wilmington), 
SAN FRANCISCO AND OAKLAND 


From PORT NEWARK, N. J. (New York Harbor) 
SUDAWSONCO October 22 
SURICHCO November 5 
SUNEWCO November 19 
GULF-INTERCOASTAL SERVICE 

TO LOS ANGELES HARBOR (Wilmington), 


From 


Mobile 


From 
New Orleans 
Nov. 5 
Nov. 19 
Dec. 3 


SUNEWARKCO 
SULANIERCO 
SURAILCO 





COASTWISE GULF SERVICE 


From Port Newark, N. J., to Houston, Texas 
Serving Texas and the Southwest 
Sailings every 10 days 


TRANSMARINE LINES 


Port Newark Terminal General Offices: : 
Telephone Mulberry 4300 5 Nassau St., New York City 


Telephone Rector 0020 
Agencies: Beaumont, Buffalo, Chicago, Los Angeles, Mobile, 
New Orleans, Pensacola, Pittsburgh, San Francisco. 





Ship by Water 


VIA 


WILLIAMS LINE 


San Diego, Los Angeles, San Francisco 
Oakland, Seattle and Tacoma 


Baltimore, Philadelphia, 
New York and Norfolk 


SAILINGS EVERY 10 DAYS 
Thru bills of lading issued to all other Pacific 
Coast Ports, Hawaii and the Far East 
For rates, dates of sailings and other information apply to 
WILLIAMS STEAMSHIP CO., Inc. 
Moore and Water Streets, New York, Telephone Bowling Green 7394 


Pa. Pa. Norfolk, Va. 
Oliver Bldg. Law Building 
at ports of call, etc. 


WORLD 


gar a > sia 
“Good Public Service 


Modern Business Methods 


Demand 
Fast Transportation 
of Merchandise 


Specify Traction Routing 


Between 


Newark, Ohio and Zanesville, Ohio 


and 


5,000 Miles of Electric Railway Territory 
in OHIO-INDIANA-MICHIGAN 


Three Trains Daily From Columbus 


24 to 40 Hours 


London, Springfield, Dayton, Urbana, Bellefon- 
taine, Lima, Ft. Wayne, Richmond, Delaware, 
Marion, Bucyrus, Mansfield, Ashland, Massilon, 
Cleveland, Lancaster, Chillicothe, Circleville. 


40 to 60 Hours 


Akron, Canton, Wooster, Toledo, Cincinnati, 
Hamilton, Middletown, Xenia, Findlay, Fostoria, 
Fremont, Troy, Piqua, Detroit, Wyandotte. 


60 to 80 Hours 


Tiffin, Sandusky, Indianapolis, Crawfordsville, 
Connersville, Anderson, New Castle, Logans- 
port, Martinsville, Muncie, Seymour, Terre 
Haute, Lafayette, South Bend, Warsaw, Monroe, 
Battle Creek, Grand Rapids, Saginaw, Flint, 
Muskegon, Kalamazoo, Lansing, Louisville. 


Write for Free Copies of Shippers’ Guide and 
Large Map in Colors. 


Southern Ohio 


Public Service Company 


Llyle E. Bland, Director Public Relations 


Richards Building, Zanesville, Ohio 


“Ship by Traction”’ 

































plosives; and canned goods, which includes all canned food 
products. 

Commodities for which a decrease is estimated include: 
Hay, straw ang alfalfa; cotton; cottonseed and products, except 
oil; citrus fruits; other fresh fruits; live stock; coal and coke; 
ore and concentrates; lumber and forest products; iron and 
steel; castings, machinery and boilers; brick and clay products; 
and, automobiles, trucks and parts. 

The estimate as to what transportation requirements will 
be for various commodities for the fourth quarter compared with 
the same period last year follows: 


Percentage 
In- De- 

Commodity crease crease 
NE PE a a Pee TT Te 7.5 ules 
Fiowur, meal and other mill products........cccccsscccecs 3.9 ae ara 
rr A Cr ee cmc coving ee ewe Wares ee eR ame REE ER. 12.0 
NS te Le DUR aig deh Rene ee ea ens ee eins WO RNEO MND a eele 24.4 
Cottonseed and products, except oll... .....cccdcccccecccsces 21.9 
PRE RE REE FEES AE AE A EN OR ET Te 3.0 
ee re eee rae era ee nearer 16.5 
I a ae dacs sgh ar gh unlnal wae are wee wees 2.9 aateie 
NE i ca at peas secede ce adeenee cess ok a 
NR a gira ae bry ate Gilik areca aig Wie wea Maa aie Renee we wee 1.3 
IN Cea reccnw CG KWON ee Owe Rae ORE SRA Ree NES 2.0 
ne INI i gra cinisvec:orwreiarewavib wad enwiee aepe.meeee.c brs 5.9 
CIA, MURVOL, DOME BNE SIONS oocccccccccccdcccccccccens B06 aan 
I ONE SOE MIO ooo: e cece cecrcnsesccesesesseee pes 2.6 
Petroleum and petroleum products ..........0eeeeeeeees 3.0 Gen 
Sugar, syrup, gluéose and molasses ..............-... 3.4 ate 
a dials. ce ceded a Weee teseewewenendee delbeae 3.7 
rr i i ok cc cacene ye heriCceereiencnraee man’ 7.6 
eR ee nl ee ee eee ‘raters 
NN io 6 5 cies di acer Reese en teint one edie aene 4.2 
ee OOO Ce eee ee 6 area 
Agricultural implements and vehicles other than auto- 

ER ARP a ee ee ere re errr Fy i ied 
ROG, SERED DU DOTS cece cccicercsgevcesceccesvwes 1.6 
ed a Bo eT Tere ee 2.0 sate 
Paper, printed matter and boOOKS ..........eeeeeeeeeeee 6.6 
nee ee ee ee, MOROCCO ST 10.3 


Canned goods, which includes all canned food products .9 


NORTHWEST ADVISORY BOARD 


“While this season’s grain movement up to the present has 
passed along with almost unbelievable rapidity and practically 
without a single ripple in the even and current flow to our pri- 
mary markets, we should not overlook the fact that this has 
been made possible by the practical cooperation engendered at 
our quarterly board meetings,” says the call for the twenty-first 
formal meeting of the Northwest Shippers’ Advisory Board, to 
be held at Crookston, Minn., October 25. 

Addresses will be made by Robert F. Pack, president, North- 
ern States Power Company, and A. A. Dowell, superintendent, 
Northwestern School of Agriculture. The commodity commit- 
tees will estimate the prospective activity in their various lines 
and the railroad service necessary to take care of it, and the 
individual roads will make their reports. The executive com- 
mittee will hold a meeting in the morning, prior to the board 
meeting. The nominating committee will meet in the noon 
recess to nominate officers, members of the executive com- 
mittee, and members of the commodity committees. 


DOINGS OF THE TRAFFIC CLUBS 


The Co-operative Traffic Association of New York elected 
the following officers at its meeting October 13. President, 
P. J. Winters, Pere Marquette; first vice-president, Joseph J. 
Scully, Johns Manville, Inc.; second vice-president, Theodore 
P. Drescher, St. L. & S. F.; corresponding secretary, Paul Pan- 
dolphi, Crucible Steel Company; recording secretary, Charles 
J. Baker, American Smelting & Refining Company; treasurer, 
John A. Patton, Sinclair Refining Company; board of governors, 
Raymond J. Newberry, Johns Manville, Inc.; Frank J. McChes- 
ney, The Borden Company; and Percy J. Milling, Missouri 
Pacific. The next meeting will be held October 27. R. J. 
Newberry will speak on “Central Freight Association Percent- 
age Territory, East and West Bound.” 





The Traffic Club of Chicago will hold a luncheon meeting 
at the club rooms in the Palmer House October 25. C. M. 
Moderwell, former member of the Chicago School Board, will 
speak on “Your Schools and Mine.” There will be other speak- 
ers and general discussion. 





The Indianapolis Traffic Club has designated L. N. Helm, 
president of the club, and E. E. Mills, traffic manager, Fair- 
banks-Morse Company, delegates to the meeting of the Associ- 
ated Traffic Clubs of America at Richmond and the following 
as alternates: M. D. Collins, traffic manager, E. C. Atkins 
Company; M. O. Perker, Nickel Plate; and W. T. Peacock, 
Nickel Plate. 





The Columbus Transportation Club has ratified the reso- 
lution pertaining to industrial waste passed by the Associated 
Traffic Clubs of America at its Memphis meeting. The follow- 
ing delegates have been appointed to represent the club at the 
meeting of the association at Richmond: I. W. Morris, assist- 
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ant general freight agent, Hocking Valley, and H. Rodenfels, 
general agent, C. & C. railway. 





The Birmingham Traffic & Transportation Club will be 
represented at the meeting of the Associated Traffic Clubs of 
America at Richmond by A. S. Lucas, commercial agent, 
Natchez Route. 





The Traffic Club of New York will hold a meeting at the 
Waldorf-Astoria October 25. Ira A. Campbell, general counsel, 
American Steamship Owners’ Association, will speak on ‘“Prob- 
lems of American Merchant Marine.” The anneuncement says: 
“Representatives from the Neversink Steamship Line will be 
present to tell us of their service and of their new trans-At- 
lantic steamer ‘Cyclonic’.” The nominating committee will 
present its selection of officers to be voted on at the November 
meeting. 





There was an attendance of more than a hundred at the 
dinner of the Traffic Club of Atlanta at the Atlanta Athletic 
Club, October 12, in honor of W. W. Atterbury, president of 
the Pennsylvania, and other officials of that road. Addresses 
of welcome were made by the Governor of Georgia, L. G. Hard- 
man; I. N. Ragsdale, mayor of Atlanta; and George W. West, 
president of the Atlanta Chamber of Commerce. T. B. Curtis, 
president of the club, was toastmaster. In his talk; General 
Atterbury said the south was the most active section of the 
country at present, and declared Atlanta the focal center of 
the south, as New York was of the east and Chicago of the 
middle-west. Speaking of potential opportunities in foreign 
trade, an editorial in the October issue of The City Builder, the 
official publication of the Atlanta Chamber of Commerce, said: 
“Great credit is due to the various local groups such as the 
Atlanta Foreign Trade Club, the Traffic Club, and the Chamber 
of Commerce committee on foreign trade for keeping alive 
interest.” The issue of the publication was called the “World 
Trade” number. T. B. Curtis contributed an article to it. 





The Omaha Traffic Club will hold its monthly meeting at 
the Ad Sell Grill Room October 25. Dr. K. F. Wettstone, pres- 
ident, University of Omaha, will be the speaker. A proposed 
amendment to the constitution providing that “non-resident 
members shall be entitled to all privileges of the club except 
holding office’ will be voted on. 





The Los Angeles Transportation Club held the first of its 
“Open Forum” meetings of the season in its club rooms Octo- 
ber 19. The committee on steamship rates and charges was 
in charge. Fred A. Hooper, agent, American-Hawaiian Steam- 
ship Company, discussed the intercoastal steamship situation. 
The second of the “Open Forum” meetings will be held No- 
vember 2, at which time the committee on trucking will be in 
charge. 





The Traffic Club of Cleveland will hold a dinner-meeting 
at the Hotel Cleveland October 24. The Rev. George I. Foster 
will speak on the subject, “Traffic Is Suspended.” There will 
be a program of entertainment, with C. M. Dilworth in charge. 





The Motor City Traffic Club (Detroit) will resume its reg- 
ular monthly meetings October 24, at the New Masonic Temple. 
George C. Conn, director of traffic of the Buick Motor Com- 
pany, Flint, Mich., will speak on “Industrial Traffic Manage- 
ment.” There will be entertainment, with Peter Birrel, general 
agent, Pere Marquette, in charge as chairman of the meeting. 





J. T. Ringenback, traveling freight agent, Missouri Pacific, 
and J. W. Leggett, traffic representative, L. R. & N., will repre- 
sent the Shreveport Traffic Club at the meeting of the Asso- 
ciated Traffic Clubs of America at Richmond. 





The Junior Traffic Club of St. Louis held a “stag smoker” 
at the Warwick Hotel October 19. On October 22 members of 
the club and their friends will inspect the Cakokia plant of the 
Union Electric Light & Power Company. 





The Transportation Club of St. Paul held an “Entertain- 
ment Day” luncheon at the Saint Paul Hotel October 18. P. R. 
Flanagan, assistant general freight agent, Chicago Great West- 
ern, will be the delegate to the meeting of the Associated 
Traffic Clubs of America at Richmond. 





The Transportation Club of Decatur has appointed M. W. 
Trott, traffic manager, The Mueller Company, and L. F. Boss, 
division freight agent, Wabash, delegates to the meeting of 
the Associated Traffic Clubs of America at Richmond, and 
C. Snell, agent, Illinois Central, and D. C. Odell, assistant gen- 
eral freight agent, B. & O., alternates. There was an attend- 
ance of 550 at the eighth annual railroad banquet October 12. 
Frederick Landis, former congressman from Logansport, Ind., 
was the speaker. Dancing followed the banquet. Visiting 
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LOS ANGELES and SAN FRANCISCO | | DENVER, COLORADO 
CALIFORNIA ie ante 





Modern Fireproof Warehouse Space in 


Los Angeles and San Francisco 




















- Free and U. S. Customs Bonded Storage 
“ Insurance rate as low as 16.2c 
8: Storage — Forwarding — Distribution — Cartage 
be Space leased for Private Warehouse, Office and Display 
.t- Desk Space with Desk and Office Service Rented 
ill We can serve you in some capacity in Los Angeles or San Francisco 
er and would suggest that you complete your file by requesting 
e rates for our specialized service. 
1e UNION TERMINAL WAREHOUSE COMPANY ___ FIREPROOF WAREHOUSES ON TRACK 
fc 731 Terminal Street Ren Angslen, Collfoenta | | Pu: tenes Veume Soares ss “pens 
om San Francisco Office, 9 Main Street Office Rentals. The Weicker Transfer & Storage Company 
a. 
i; 
S, * 
Santa Fe Purchases Promote Prosperity 
yf Seeeeniaiesiaiall eel one aE aE Meter NR RENE Nee RRR 
e 
n —_ : 
e \ 7HILE the Santa Fe is itself a large employer of labor—its payroll 
: in 1926 totalled $107,000,000, and its employes number more than 
r 75,000—indirectly as a buyer of materials and supplies it helps to furnish 
B 
1 


employment to many more. Such purchases last year exceeded $64,000,000. 
In addition it bought over $12,000,000 of new cars and locomotives. 

Its largest class of material was fuel, which totalled $24,360,000. This 
consisted of about 2,267,000 tons of coal, and 507,800,000 gallons of fuel 
oil. The use of coal or oil on any division is determined primarily by 
| which is the cheaper fuel.in that locality. 

The second largest class of purchases was iron and steel products, for 
which the expenditure was approximately $19,750,000. This included 
an expenditure of $9,500,000 for 152,700 tons of rail, frogs, switches, and 
fastenings. $1,500,000 went for wheels, axles, and tires and $306,000 for 
flues and tubes for locomotives. Bridges, turntables, structural steel, forg- 
ings, and fabricated, unfabricated, and pressed steel took nearly $3,000,000. 
Steel and iron are basic necessities in railroading. 

Purchases of forest products totalled $6,412,000, which included over 
3,000,000 cross ties, and large quantities of lumber and timbers. The 
Santa Fe creosotes its ties and much of its timbers, otherwise greater 
quantities would be needed each year. 

Folders, report blanks, notices, tickets, tariffs, and various items in the 
stationery line required $1,225,000, electrical materials $660,000, lubricating 
oil and grease, illuminating oils, waste, etc., $1,180,000, and air brake 
material $617,600. 

These purchases were necessary to maintain the railroad properly and 
to give satisfactory service to the public. They were covered by 130,000 
invoices and were made from 3,347 individuals and firms. Note the wide 
spread of this buying. 

Thus the Santa Fe and all railroads are an important factor in main- 
taining the prosperity of our country through the employment arising 
from these large purchases of supplies, as well as the millions directly 
disbursed among their own employes for services. 

When the railroads are doing well, they buy materials and supplies on 
a larger scale than when net revenues fall off. Money thus spent mainly 
pays for the labor of many persons, helping merchants, farmers, everybody 
—your own community included. You, therefore, are vitally interested. 


W. B. STOREY, President 


The Atchison, Topeka and Santa Fe 
Railway System. 


934 THE TRAFFIC WORLD 


members of the Mid-West Shippers’ Advisory Board, which 
held a meeting at Decatur, ending that day, were in attendance. 


J. R. Cavanagh, assistant to the superintendent of freight 
transportation, Big Four, at Indianapolis, was the guest of the 
Traffic Club of Tulsa at its luncheon October 11. He announced 
that the visit was his farewell, as he was retiring from railroad 
service after fifty-seven vears. Trophies were presented the 
winners in the golf tournament by Harold W. Roe, traffic man- 
ager, Mid-Continent Petroleum Corporation, chairman of the 
golf committee. 


There was an attendance of two hundred and eighteen at 
the luncheon of the Traffic Club of St. Louis October 10. A 
meeting was held at the Chamber of Commerce October 17. 
Roy W. Wenzlick, manager, merchandising and research de- 
partment, St. Louis Post-Dispatch, spoke on “Research in 
Business.” 


The Oklahoma City Traffic Club held a luncheon at the 
Skirvin Hoel October 17. John E. Brown, of the John Brown 
Schools, Siloam Springs, Ark., was guest and speaker. A Hal- 
lowe’en Dance will be held at the Sorosis Club October 27. 
There will be bridge, refreshments, and entertainment, as well 
as dancing. 


At a meeting of the Minneapolis Traffic Club October 20, 
Dr. Emil S. Geist, recently returned from a tour of Germany, 
where he studied the newest developments in the treatment of 
crippled children, spoke on that subject and present-day con- 
ditions in Germany. 


The Traffic Club of the Rochester (New York) Chamber of 
Commerce held its first fall meeting October 13 at the Cham- 
ber of Commerce. Roland B. Woodward and Col. Oliver H. 
Dockery were the speakers. Entertainment was furnished by 
talent from the Eastman School of Music. Other dinner-meet- 
ings will be held November 10 and December 8. The annual 
dinner will be held February 2. 


The Traffic Club of Kansas City held a “Missouri Pacific 
Day” luncheon at the Hotel Baltimore October 18. C. E. Per- 
kins, vice-president, Missouri Pacific, spoke on “Railroading of 
Today.” Officials of the company were guests of the club. 
There was an elaborate program of entertainment. 


The Transportation Club of Evansville has appointed J. D. 
Beller, general agent, C. & H. I., delegate to the meeting of the 
Associated Traffic Clubs of America at Richmond, and Paul 
Echols, commercial agent, Illinois Central, alternate. 


The Traffic Club of Jacksonville has appointed C. M. Tyler, 
foreign freight agent, Southern Railway, and W. H. Codby, 
traffic manager, Fruit Distributors, Inc., delegates to the meet- 
ing of the Associated Traffic Clubs of America, at Richmond, 
and Mack D. Gooding, agent, American Railway Express, and 
T. M. True, traffic manager, Southern Cypress Manufacturers, 
as alternates. 

The Cincinnati Traffic Club has appointed the following 
delegates and alternates to the meeting of the Associated Traffic 
Clubs of America at Richmond: J. W. Dale, American Rail- 
way Express; HE. S. Hiner, commercial agent, Clinchfield rail- 
road; Samuel Herndon, traffic manager, Cincinnati Chamber 


of Commerce; and Theo. Davis, secretary-manager, Lumber 
Traffic Association. . 


Personal Notes 


SSeS 


Frank Belanger has been appointed freight traffic agent, 
Hocking Valley, at Detroit. 

In addition to his duties as auditor, J. W. Mitchell has been 
appointed superintendent and general freight and passenger 
agent, Groveton, Lufkin & Northern, at Groveton, Tex., succeed- 
inf R. D. Crow, resigned. 

Boykin W. Davis has been appointed freight service agent, 
Central of Georgia, at Chicago, succeeding M. R. Freeman, re- 
signed, to accept service elsewhere. 

Frank T. Scanlan has been appointed representative of the 
Midwest Warehouse Agency of the Midwest Freight Traffic 
Service Bureau, Inc., at Chicago. 

J. C. Burnett has been appointed general freight agent, 
A. T. & S. F., at Chicago, succeeding R. G. Merrick. F. F. Phil- 
lips, acting superintendent special service, at Los Angeles, has 
been appointed superintendent special service. 

J. W. Daniels, traveling freight agent, A. B. & C., has been 
appointed commercial agent at Tampa, succeeding A. W. Buie, 
who died. W. W. Duval has been appointed traveling freight 
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agent at Tampa. C. W. McDaniel, traveling freight agent, has 
been appointed commercial agent at Jacksonville. 

P. F. McManus has been appointed general manager, E. J, 
& E. at Joliet. The office of general superintendent has been 
abolished. 

Gerrit Fort, vice-president of the Boston & Maine, has re- 
signed to become president of the Raymond & Whitcomb Com- 
pany, international travel organization. He assumes his new 
duties November 1, with headquarters in Boston. 

The following changes have been made on the Missouri 
Pacific, effective November 1: J. G. Carlisle, general freight 
agent, St. Louis, has been appointed director of industrial de- 
velopment. W. A. Rembach, freight traffic manager, will become 
assistant to Vice-President C. E. Perkins. The duties of Mr. 
Rembach will be divided between O. G. Parsley and D. R. Lin- 
coln, now assistant freight traffic managers, Mr. Parsley becom- 
ing freight traffic manager in charge of solicitation, and Mr. 
Lincoln, freight traffic manager in charge of rates. Eugene Mock, 
general freight agent at St. Louis, and G. H. Hamilton, gen- 
eral freight agent at Kansas City, will become assistant freight 
traffic managers, Mr. Mock reporting to Mr. Parsley and Mr. 
Hamilton reporting to Mr. Lincoln. H. L. Traber, general freight 
agent at Little Rock, will succeed Mr. Hamilton at Kansas City, 
and H. R. Wilson, assistant general freight agent at St. Louis, 
will succeed Mr. Traber as general freight agent at Little Rock. 
The freight traffic offices of the Missouri Pacific lines in New 
York will be consolidated. J. B. Trimble, general agent of the 
Missouri Pacific freight department there, will be promoted to 
general eastern agent, Missouri Pacific lines, with jurisdiction 
over the Gulf Coast Lines and the International-Great Northern. 
C. E. Carlton, general eastern agent of the latter two roads, 
will go to St. Louis as assistant general freight agent, Missouri 
Pacific System Lines. He will take over solicitation in St. 
Louis, which has been in charge of Clyde Hogsett, who went 
to St. Louis from Kansas City because of the ill health of 
George Kassling, division freight agent. Mr. Kassling is being 
relieved of active duty and Mr. Hogsett will return to Kansas 
City as assistant general freight agent. 

Wallace D. O’Brien, general agent, Great Northern, St. Paul, 
addressed the transportation classes of the School of Business, 
University of Minnesota, October 19, giving in detail the organ- 
ization and functions of the freight traffic department. Mr. 
O’Brien is a graduate of the university and returns to the 
campus every year to render this service. He is active in the 
Transportation Club of St. Paul, promoting educational features 
in connection with the work of the entertainment committee. 

F. P. Stafford has been appointed general agent, Union Pa- 
cific, at Des Moines. D. E. Clark has been appointed general 
live stock agent, Cheyenne, Wyo. The position of general agent, 
freight department, has been abolished. C. B. Irwin has been 
appointed special representative, department of traffic, at Chey- 


-enne. The changes are made effective November 1. 





COAL PRODUCTION AND SHIPMENT 


Production of soft coal in the week ended October 8 was 
estimated at 10,280,000 net tons by the Bureau of Mines of the 
Department of Commerce. This represented an increase of 
221,000 tons as compared with the output in the preceding 
week. Anthracite prodyction was estimated at 1,593,000 net 
tons, a decrease of 48,000 tons as compared with the output in 
the preceding week. 

Bituminous coal dumped into vessels at Lake Erie ports the 
week ended October 9 totaled 844,305 net tons as compared 
with 866,704 tons the preceding week. Anthracite shipped from 
Lake Erie ports totaled 81,467 tons as compared with 63,250 
tons the ipreceding week. 

Tidewater bituminous coal shipments the week ended Oc- 
tober 8 were reported as follows: From Hampton Roads, 367,- 
004 net tons of which 213,604 tons were for New’ England 
delivery; and from Charleston, S. C., 2,440 net tons (bunker). 

Cars of coal forwarded over the Hudson River to eastern 
New York and to New England the week ended October 1 were 
reported as follows: Bituminous, 2,866; anthracite, 3,497. 


RAIL WAGE STATISTICS 


Class I railroads in July, 1927, had 1,823,335 employes to 
whom they paid $249,314,967 as compensation, according to stitis- 
tics compiled by the Commission’s bureau of statistics. The 
total number of employes reported by the carriers as of the 
middle of the month was 1,823,335, an increase of 1,845, or one- 
tenth of one per cent, over the number reported for the pre- 
ceding month. The total compensation shows a decrease of 
seven-tenths of one per cent. 

Compared with the returns for the corresponding month of 
last year, the number of employes reported for July, 1927, shows 
a decrease of 1.8 per cent and total compensation a decrease 
of 2.1 per cent. 


You may either write or wire our Washington office 
for information concerning matters in any department 
of the government there, if you are a subscriber to 
THE DAILY TRAFFIC WORLD. 
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A MISSING k 
TARIFF 


can cause a lot of trouble. It may 
be the cause of getting out a car 
today that could have been held 
over until tomorrow to take ad- 
vantage of a reduction. It may 
mean a lost opportunity to hurry 
out a car today to forestall 
tomorrow’s advance. 


And every traffic manager knows 
the delay and grief incident to set- 
tling overcharge and undercharge 


claims resulting from shipping © 


under rates that have been revised 
without his knowledge. 


The traffic department in which 


The Traffic Bulletin 


is checked. over each week 
is spared these expenses 
and annoyances, for in 
THE TRAFFIC BULLETIN 
is printed a complete list of 
the tariffs filed with the Com- 
mission in the current week. 


Last week’s TRAFFIC BUL- 
LETIN contained over thirty other 
items of almost equal importance 
to the shipper. May we send you 
a copy? 


The Traffic Bulletin 


418 S. Market St. Chicago, Illinois 
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You Can Save 


—Many Dollars 
—With This Equipment 
WETZEL 


Drop Front Tariff Files 


If your Traffic Department is not equipped with 
Wetzel Drop Front Tariff Files, you are losing 
money every day. Let us show you why. 





T1—Top Section 


T4—Tariff File Section With 12 4-Inch Drop Front Tariff Files 


T5—Sliding Shelf Section 


T7—Low Sanitary Base Section 


Write us for information 


P. A. Wetzel Company 


Manufacturers 


SPRINGFIELD, ILLINOIS 
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NOTE—Items in the Docket marked with an asterisk (*) are new, 
having been added since the last issue of The Traffic World. Cancel- 
lations and postponements announced too late to show the change in 
this Docket will be noted elsewhere. 


October 24—Washington, D. C.—Examiner Potter: 
Valuation No. 941—In re tentative valuation of the preuerty of the 
New Bedford Martha’s Vineyard and Nantucket S 
Valuation No. 1048—In re tentative valuation of the property of 
the Hartford & N. Y. Transportation Co. 
Valuation No. 1054—In re tentative valuation of the property of the 
New England Steamship Co. 


October 24—Ft. Worth, Tex.—Examiners Stiles and Parker: 

17000—Rate Structure Investigation, Part 9—Live Stock-Western 
District Rates. 

— National Live Stock Assn. et al. vs. A. T. & S. F. 
y. et al. 

15565—Live Stock Traffic Assn. vs. A. &.S. Ry. et al. 

a ye National Live Stock Assn, et al. vs. A. T. & S. F. 
y. et al. 

es ig a City Live Stock Exchange et al. vs. A. T. & S. 

y. eta 

16131—Healy & Co. vs. A. T. & S. Ry. et - 

19042 (and Sub. 1)—D. G. Vick et P-§ ve, A. T. & GB. ¥.. Ry. ot al. 

19068—Northwestern Live Stock Shippers Traffic League vs. Gt. 
Nor. Ry. et al. 

19736—Cudahy Packing Co. vs. O. = RK. R. et al. 

19785—Associated Meat Co. et al. rd & P. Ry. et al. 

er we oo S. Jobe vs. Sou. Pac. ‘on et al. 
. & S. 2917—Live Stock from Western points to Chicago-Milwau- 
"kee Territory. 

1. & S. 2958—Stock Cattle from Wichita, Kans., to Kansas City, 


ns, . 

1. & S. 2965—Cancellation of Rate and Restriction of Combination 
Rule on Stock Cattle. 

October 24—Washington, D. C.—Examiner Brinkley: 

Valuation No. 930—In re eee valuation of the properties of the 
Atlantic Coast Line R. R. Co. et al. (further hearing). 

October 24—Minneapolis, Minn. —Direcor Mahaffie: 

Finance No. 6409—Joint Application of Great Northern Pacific Ry. 
and Spokane, Portland & Seattle Ry. for authority to the first- 
named company to acquire control by lease, and to operate the 
railroad of the latter company; to issue capital stock and as- 
sume certain liabilities. 

Finance No. 6410—Joint Ap yey of Great Northern Pacific Ry., 
Northern Pacific Ry., and Great Northern Ry. for authority to 
the first-named company to acquire control of the other two com- 
panies by purchase of capital stock; to lease the railroads of said 
a to issue capital stock, and to assume certain liabil- 

es. 
October 24—Washington, D. C.—Examiners Marchand and Conway: 

Valuation No. 556—In re tentative valuation of the property of the 
Southern Ry. et al. 

Valuation No. 310—Virginia & Southwestern Ry. 

Valuation No. 920—Harriman & Northeastern R. R. 

Valuation No. 721—Woodstock & Blocton Ry. 

Valuation No. 744—Birmingham Terminal Co. 

Valuation No. 917—Cincinnati, Burnside & +. <eerl River Ry. 

Valuation No. 974—Alabama Great Southern R. R. et a 

Valuation No. 973—New Orleans & Northeastern R. R- 

Valuation No. 972—New Orleans Terminal Co 

Valuation No. 914—Carolina & Northwestern Ry. 

vee No. 992—Cincinnati, New Orleans & Texas Pacific Ry. et 

. (Further hearing.) 


ilies 24—Argument at Washington, D. C.: 

18545—Edward G. Bailey et al. vs. B. & M. R. R. et al. 

18613—The Shoe Polish Manufacturers’ Assn. of America vs. N. Y. 
N. H. & H. R. R. et al. 

19055—The Barrett Company vs. Penna. R. R. et al. 

19326—American Smelting & Refining Co. et al. vs. Santa Fe et al. 

Valuation No. 126—In re tentative valuation of the property of the 
Western Pacific Ry. 

Valuation No. 949—In re tentative valuation of the properties of the 
Minnesota, Dakota & Western Ry. 


October 25—Peoria, Ill.—Director Bartel: 

* 19918—Wm. W. Wheelock and Wm. G. Bierd, as Receivers of the 
railways and property of the C. & A. R. R., a corporation, vs. 
Tv. Pp. & W. RB. RB. 


October 25—Washington, D. C.—Examiner Weems: 
19656—James O’ ‘= & Cut Stone Contracts of Washington, D. C. 
vs. B. & O. R. R. et al. 
October 25—Argument at Washington, D. C.: 
= -_ No. 1)—Illinois Silica Sand Traffic Bureau vs. Santa Fe 
et al. 
15833—Keokuk Shippers’ Assn. et al. vs. B. & O. R. R. et al. 
Valuation No. 202—In re tentative valuation of the property of the 
Chicago & Eastern Illinois R. R. 


October 25—Washington, D. C.—Examiner Macomber: 
Valuation No. 1059—In re tentative valuation of the property of the 
Skaneateles R. 


October 25—Washington, D. C.—Examiner Davis: 
Finance No. 6559—Joint Application Mountain States Telephone & 
Telegraph Co., and F. H. Clark and Marie B. Clark, owners and 
operators of the Clayton-Texline Telephone Exchange for a 
certificate that the acquisition by the former company of the 
telephone properties of the individuals named will be of advantage 
ace persons to whom service is to be rendered and in the public 
nterest. 

Finance No. 6558—Joint Application of Mountain States Telephone 
& Telegraph Co. and R. L. Gray and Ruby B. Gray, doing business 
as the Nara Visa Telephone Co., for a certificate that the ac- 
quisition by the former company of the properties of the latter 
company will be of advantage to the persons to whom service is 
to be rendered and in the public interest. 

Finance No. 6537—Joint Application of the Subscribers’ Service Tele- 
phone Co., Inc., and the Sullivan Telephone Co., Inc., for a cer- 
tificate that the purchase by the latter company of the properties 
of the former company will be of advantage to the persons to 

whom service is to be rendered and in the public interest. 
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Outer 7 —Aennte, Ga.—Commissioner Woodlock and/or Examiner 
attingly: 
17000—Rate Structure ees. Part 3, Cotton. 
18390 (and Sub. Nos. 1 to 10, inclusive)—Arkansas Cotton Growers’ 
Co-operative Association vs. A. & R. R. R. et al. 
18570—Mississippi Railroad Commission et al. vs. A. & R. R. R. et al. 
18883 (and Sub. 1)—M. H. Reed & Co. vs. A. & S. Ry. et al. 
—— Commission of Oklahoma vs. A. T. & S. F. Ry. 


19180" California- Arizona Cotton Association vs. A. T. & S. F. Ry. 


19811 State Docks Commission vs. Southern Ry. et al. and at Gulf- 
port, Miss., on the day following termination of hearing at Atlanta. 
October 26—Washington, D. C.—Examiners Marchand and Walsh: 
Valuation No. 1061—In re tentative valuation of the property of 
the Western Maryland Ry. et al. 
October 26—Washington, D. C.—Examiner Roberts: 
Valuation No. 1052—In re tentative valuation of the property of the 
Kentucky and Indiana Terminal R. R 
October 26—Argument at Washington, D. C.: 
17882—The Roach Creek Coal Co. and G. H. Thomas and O. K. 
Jones, receivers, vs. Ann Arbor R. R. et al. 
18490—Allied Packers, Inc., et al. vs. Santa Fe et al. 
18856—Pocahontas Fuel Company, Inc., vs. Virginian Ry. 
Valuation No. 869—In re tentative valuation of the property of the 
Oklahoma City Jct. Ry. ° 
* Valuation No. 856—In re tentative valuation of the property of the 
D. W. & P. Ry. et al. 
* Valuation No. 936—In re tentative valuation of the property of the 
Canadian Northern Ry. et al. 


October 27—Argument at Washington, D. C.: 

18624—Wisconsin Potato Shippers’ Assn. et al. vs. Santa Fe et al. 

18690—American Zinc Products Co. vs. St. L.-S. F. Ry. et al. 

er sag 896—In re tentative valuation of the property of S. 

A . KY. 

Valuation No. 240—In re tentative valuation of the property of 
Oregon Trunk Ry. 

18406—The Inland Waterways Corporation, operating Mississippi- 
Warrior Service vs. Beaumont, Sour Lake & Western Ry. et al. 

October 27—Washington, D. C.—Examiner Sullivan: 

Finance No. 6479—Application of Georgia, Florida and Alabama R. 
R. for authority to issue securities. 

Finance No. 6480—Application of Georgia, Florida and Alabama R. R. 
for authority to acquire and operate the Georgia, Florida and 
Alabama Ry. 

Finance No. 6478—Application of Seaboard Air Line Railway for 
authority to acquire control of the Georgia, Florida and Alabama 
Railroad by purchase of stock and by lease of its railroad. 


October 28—Argument at Washington, D. C.: 
18090—Swift & Company vs. C. M. & St. P. Ry. et al. 
18435—John Morrell & Company vs. a" Northern Ry. et al. 
18432—Armour & Company vs. A. C. R. R. et al. 
18700—William Frank et al. vs. A. C. ~~ R. R. et al. 


October 29—Argument at Washington, D. C.: 
a a a a Sub. No. 1)—Folberth Auto Specialty Company vs. N. 


R. R. et al. 
be a Erg Compress and Warehouses Co. et al. vs. A. G. S. 
. eta 


18907—-The Ingalls Iron Works Co. vs. G. H. & S. A. Ry. et al. 
Valuation No. 940—In re tentative valuation of the property of the 
C. Connecting R. R. 
16747 (and Sub. No. 1)—Geo. W. Pyott Sand & Gravel Co. et al. 
vs. Santa Fe et al. 
* Valuation No. 207—In re tentative valuation of the property of the 
Maine Central R. R. et al. 
* Valuation No. 101—In re tentative valuation of the property of the 
Portland Terminal Co. 


October 31—Washington, D. C.—Examiner Sullivan: 

* Finance No. 6161—Application of Gainesville Midland R. R. for au- 
thority to acquire a one-half control of the Athens Terminal Co. 
by purchase of capital stock. 


October 31—Argument at Washington, D. C.: 
1..& S. 2982—Transit on logs and lumber from Northwestern points 
to Eastern destinations, Transcontinental. 
18611—National Association of Hat Manufacturers, Inc., et al., vs. 
Alabama & Vicksburg Ry. et al. 
October 31—Washington, D. C.—Examiner Boyden 
Valuation No. 1063—In re tentative valuation of the property of 
the Rio Grande Southern R. R. 
October 31—Washington, D. C.—Examiner Corbitt: 
Valuation No. 1062—In re tentative valuation of the property of the 
Chicago Heights Terminal Transfer R. R. 
October 31—Portland, Ore.—Special Examiner Rogers: 
19299—Railroad Commission of'Wisconsin vs. A. & R. R. R. et al. 
(further hearing). 


November 1—Little Rock, Ark.—Examfffer Fleming. 
* 1. & S. 2992—Switching at Little Rock and North Little Rock, Ark. 
November 1—St. Louis, Mo.—Examiner Ames: 

19594—Transfer of Freight within St. Louis and East St. Louis by 
dray and truck for and on behalf of railroads. 

1. & S. 2934 (and ist supplement)—Off-track station and construc- 
2: aa and delivery of freight at St. Louis, Mo.,:and East St. 

ouis, 
November 1—Washington, D. C.—Examiner Money: 

18112—The Atlas Portland Cement Co. vs. C. R. R. of N. J. et al. 

18744—-The Glens Falls Portland Cement Co. vs. B. & A. R. R. et al. 

bar a wind American Cement Corp. vs. Aroostook Valley R. R. 
et a 

November 1-2—Argument at Washington, D. 

Finance No. 6113—Application Chesapeake Py Ohio Ry. for authority 
to issue additional shares of common stock. 

Finance No. 6114—Application Chesapeake & Ohio Ry. for authority 
to acquire control of the Erie R. R. and the Pere Marquette Ry. 
by purchase of capital stock. : 

November 2—Little Rock, Ark.—Examiner Fleming: 
* 19970—Owosso Mfg. Co. et al. vs. Asherton and Gulf Ry. et al. 
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= Use the Open Door to: 
cn FAST FREIGHT SERVICE 
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In these days of hand-to- 
be mouth buying, speed in traffic 
transfers is a vital factor. 


Peoria is truly the open 
door to fast freight service. 
f the Transfers are made in just 

a few hours, while in con- 


Switching Service Between 
15 Railroads 


Peoria and Pekin Union Railway Co. 
Atchison, Bopeka & Santa Fe Railway Co. 
Chicago & Alton Railroad Co. 

Chicago & North Western Railway Co. 
Chicago, Burlington & Quincy Railroad Co. 


f the 





















' the gested terminals your ship- Chicago and Illinois Midland Ry. 
ments may be delayed for Chicago, Rock Island & Pacific Ry. Ce. 
t al. days. i. Chicago & St. Louis | 
f 8. Make use of this logical SS 
— transfer point. Speed up your s Minneapolis & St. Louis Railroad Co. 
shipments by avoiding the New York, Chicago & St. L. R. R. Co. 
Ppl heavily congested terminals - -. baa 
° wiiail ; ennsyivania 
e ‘anana lua shipment Address E. F. Stock, Traffic Manager Peoria Railway Terminal 
; oledo, Peoria & Western Railroad | 
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i eoria 2»¢a Pekin Union Railway Company 
Inquiries Solicited Union Station, Peoria, Ill. | 
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of Responsible— 
Reliable — Reasonable 
- 228-236 West Fourth Street 
, **Surrounded by the Wholesale District” 
Merchandise Storage 

. Low Insurance Rates 

; Pool Car Distribution 
y Freight Forwarders and Distributors 


City Delivery Service, Twice Daily 
Prompt and Efficient Service 
Excellent System of Stock Records 
and Reports 
Members: American Chain of Warehouses, American 
Warehousemen’s Association, Traffic Club of K. C., 


Kansas City Chamber of Commerce, United States 


Chamber of Commerce. 5 





Write us for Information and Rates . 



























































































































938 





November 3—Kansas City, Mo.—Examiner Steer: 
1. & S. 2990—Absorption of drayage charges on lead or zine ore or 
concentrates by Southwest Missouri R. R. 


November 3—Little Rock, Ark.—Examiner Fleming: 

* 19534—Sheppard W. King vs. V. S. & P. Ry. et al. 

* 18801—The Arkansas Cotton Trade Assn. for S. Y. West & Co. et al. 
vs. St. L.-S. F. Ry. et al. (further hearing). 


November 3—Argument at Washington, D. C.: 
1. & S. 2905—Sawmill logs from N. C. to Va. points. 
15966—Canadian Oil Companies, Ltd., vs. L. & N. R. R. et al. 
13546—Kanawha Black Band Coal Co. et al. vs. C. & O. Ry. et al. 
i 7 ae Black Band Coal Co. et al. vs. Kanawha Central 

y. et al. 

November 3—Columbia, S. C.—Examiners Copenhafer and Parker: 

17000—Rate Structure Investigation—Part 9, Live Stock, Southern 
Territory rates. 

18487—Atlanta Live Stock Dealers et al. vs. L. & N. R. R. et al. 
18500—Southeastern Live Stock Association vs. A. & R. R. R. et al. 
18559—Kentucky Farm Bureau Federation vs. C. & O. Ry. et al. 


November 3—Washington, D. C.—Examiner Davis: 

Finance No. 4818—Application of Chesapeake & Ohio Ry. for au- 
thority to construct lines of railroad in Mingo, Wyoming & Ral- 
eigh counties, W. Va. 

Finance No. 5161—Application of Guyandot & Tug River R. R. for 
authority to construct a railroad in Mingo and Wyoming counties, 


W. Va. 

Finance No. 6067—Application of Virginia & Western Ry. for au- 
thority to construct a line of railroad in Wyoming and Mingo 
counties, W. Va. 


November 4—Norfolk, Va.—Examiner Harris: 
* 1. & S. 2960—Lighterage or transfer of cottonseed or their vegetable 
oil in New York Harbor when from Southern territory. 


November 4—Argument at Washington, D. C.: 
=o Falls Live Stock Exchange et al. vs. A. T. & S. F. 
y. et al. 
14617—Acme Brick Co. et al. vs. A. & M. R. R. et al. 
15692—Oklahoma Brick Manufacturers Assn. vs. A. & S. Ry. et al. 
haem Gas Belt Brick Manufacturers Assn. vs. A. & S. Ry. 
et al. 
15467—Acme Brick Co: et al. vs. A. & S. Ry. et al. 
15738—Acme Brick Co. et al. vs. A. & S. Ry. et al. 
9702—Memphis Southwestern Investigation (and consolidated cases). 


November 5—Duluth, Minn.—Examiner Hagerty: 
* 19946 (and Sub. 1)—Cutler-Magner Co. vs. C. M. & St. P. Ry. 


November 5—Little Rock, Ark.—Examiner Fleming: 
* be ig ee | neue Dealers Assn. of Ark. et al. vs. C. R. I. & 
. wey. OF Bi. 


November 7—Kansas City, Mo.—Examiner Steer: 

* 19792—J. A. Folger & Co. vs. A. T. & S. F. Ry. et al. 

* 19897—-The Builders’ Assn. of Kansas City, Mo., Inc., vs. C. B. & 
Q. R. R. et al. 


November 7—Missoula, Mont.—Examiner Kerwin: 
* Finance No. 6367—In the matter of the application of the Northern 
Pacific Ry. for a certificate of public convenience and necessity. 


November 7—Washington, D. C.—Examiner Howell: 

* 18740—Central Leather Co, et al. vs. A. C. & Y. Ry. et al. 
* 18842—J. G. Curtis Leather Co. vs. A. T. & S. F. Ry. et al. 
* 19208—Armour & Co. et al. vs. A. C. & Y. Ry. et al. 


November 7—Atlanta, Ga.—Examiners Copenhafer and Parker: 
17000—Rate Structure Investigation—Part 9, Live Stock, Southern 
Territory rates. 
18487—Atlanta Live Stock Dealers et al. vs. L. & N. R. R. et al. 
18500—Southeastern Live Stock Association vs. A. & R. R. R. et al. 
18559—Kentucky Farm Bureau Federation vs. C. & O. Ry. et al. 


November 7—Washington, D. C.—Examiner Boyden: 
he No. 1060—In re valuation of property of Union Pacific 


ee No. 329—In re Oregon-Washington R. R. & Navigation Co. 
et al. 

Valuation No. 962—In re St. Joseph and Grand Island Ry. 
Valuation No. 1007—In re Oregon Short Line R. R. 

Valuation No. 924—In re Ogden Union Ry. and Depot Co. 

Valuation No. 926—In re Northern Pacific Terminal Co. of Oregon. 
Valuation No. 946—In re Leavenworth Depot and R. R. Co. 


November 7—Washington, D. C.—Examiner Quimby: 
Valuation No. 902—In re tentative valuation of the properties of 
the New York, Chicago & St. Louis R. R. et al. 
Valuation No. 359—In re tentative valuation of the properties of the 
Lake Erie & Western R. R. and Northern Ohio Ry. 


November 7—Washington, D. C.—Examiner Folsom: 
Valuation No. 1064—In re tentative valuation of the property of the 
San Diego & Arizona Ry. 


November 7—Corpus Christi, Tex.—Examiner Sullivan: 
Finance No. 6440—A pplication of San Antonio, Uvalde & Gulf R. R., 
for authority to operate the Port Terminal R. R. Facilities of 
Pueces County Navigation District No. 1 at Corpus Christi, Tex. 


November 7—Minneapolis, Minn.—Examiner Hagerty: 
* 20071—Delmar Co. et al. vs. C. M. & St. P. Ry. 


November 7—Florence, Ala.—Examiner Disque: 

* 19746—Muscle Shoals Traffic Bureau, for Florence Lumber Co., a 
corporation, et al. vs. L. & N. R. R. et al. 

* 19787—Muscle Shoals Traffic Bureau for King Stove & Range Co. 
Vs. A. C. da KR. &.. of al. 

November 7—New York, N. Y.—Examiner Jewell: 

* 19779—Sinclair Refining Co. vs. A. T. & S. F. Ry. et al. 

November 7—Richmond, Va.—Examiner Harris: 

* 19827—Standard Paper Manufacturing Co. vs. R. F. & P. Ry. et al. 

November 8—New York, N. Y.—Examiner Jewell: 

* 16531—The Hamersley Manufacturing Co. vs. Erie R. R. et al. 

* 17326—Clifton Paper Mills vs. N. Y. S. & W. Ry. et al: (further 
hearing, in respect of rates from New York, N. Y., and Hoboken, 
N. J., to Garfield and Passaic-Dundee, N. J.). 

November 8—Lynchburg, Va.—Examiner Harris: 

* 19558—Goshen Veneer Co. vs N. & W. Ry. et al. 

November 8—Minneapolis, Minn.—Examiner Hagerty: 

* 1. & S. 2993—Eggs from Hutchinson, Minn., to Chicago, Il. 

November 8—Kansas City, Mo.—Examiner Steer: 

* 17730—The Fredonia Linseed Oil Works Co, vs. A. & V. Ry. et al. 

* 20120—Rudy-Patrick Seed Co. et al. vs. A. & S. Ry. et al. 

November 9—Birmingham, Ala.—Examiner Disque: 

* 19922 _— Sub. 1)—Hammond Motor Co. et al. vs. A. G. S. R. R. 
et al. 
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Valuation No. 1066—In re tentative valuation of the property of the 
Toledo Terminal R. R. 
November 9—Minneapolis, Minn.—Examiner Hagerty: 
* 19936—Hudson Manufacturing Co. vs. C. M. & St. P. Ry. et al. 
* 20095—Page & Hill Co. vs. C. M. & St. P. Ry. et al. 
November 9—Roanoke, Va.—Examiner Harris: 
* 19903—J. W. Gillaspie vs. N. C. & St. L. Ry. et al. 
* 20086—Sumter Packing Co. vs. A. C. L. R. R. et al. 
November 9—Paris, Tex.—Examiner Fleming: 
* 19791—Cummer Manufacturing Co. of Tex. vs. A. T. & S. F. Ry. et al, 
November 9—Houston, Tex.—Examiner Sullivan: 
Finance No. 6400—Application Northside Belt Ry. for authority to 
operate a line of railroad in Harris County, Tex. 
November 9—Washington, D. C.: 
Ex Parte No. 91—General Revision of Accounting Rules for Steam 
Railroads. 
15100—Depreciation Charges of Steam Railroads. 
14700—Depreciation Charges of Telephone Companies. 
November 9—Argument at Washington, D. C.: 
* 1. & S. 2917—Livestock from Western points to Chicago Milwaukee 
Territory. 
November 9—Washington; D. C.—Examiner Walton: 
Valuation No. 1067—In re valuation of the property of the Union 
Stock Yards Co. of Omaha (Ltd.). 
November 10—New York, N. Y.—Examiner Jewell: 
* 17607—John A. Fiero et al. vs. Penna. R. R. 
* 19615—George T. Thompson et al. vs. B. R. & P. Ry et al. 
November 10—Birmingham, Ala.—Examiner Disque: 
* 19939—Birmingham, Rail and Locomotive Co. vs. A. B. & A. Ry. 
and B. L. Bugg, receiver, et al. 
* 20036—Leake and Goodlett et al. vs. A. G. S. R. R. et al. 
November 10—Minneapolis, Minn.—Examiner Hagerty: 
The Hudson Manufacturing Co. vs. C. St. P. M. & O. Ry. 





et al. 
November 10-—Kansas City, Mo.—Examiner Steer: 
* 20070—Consumers’ Material Corp. vs. A. T. & S. F. Ry. et al. 


November 10—Dallas, Tex.—Examiner Fleming: 

* 17752—Dallas Paper Co. vs. A. & L. M. Ry. et al. 

* 19998—Lawson Rubber and Manufacturing Co. et al. vs. A. & R. R. 
R. et al. 


November 10—Washington, D. C.—Examiner Weems: 
1. & S. 2983—Cancellation Transcontinental Class and Commodity 
Rates to and from Florida. 
1. & S. 2983 (1st supplemental order)—Cancellation Transcontinental 
class and commodity rates to and from Florida. 


November 10—Argument at Washington, D. C.: 
18657—-Swift & Co. vs. L. & N. R. R. et al. 
19184—Armour & Co. et al. vs. Term. R. R. Assn. of St. Louis et al. 
17669—Strauss & Adler, Inc., vs. Erie R. R. et al. 
17924—-Swift & Co. et al. vs. A. T. & S. F. Ry. et ~ 
18536—Louis Burk, Inc., et al. vs. B. & O. R. R. eta 
17924, _— 1—Birmingham Packing Co. et al. vs. A y, & S. F. Ry. 
eta 


November 10—Denver, Colo.—Special Examiner Rogers: 
19299—Railroad Commission of Wisconsin vs. A. & R. R. R. et al. 
(further hearing). 


November 10—Louisville, Ky.—Examiners Copenhafer and Parker: 
17000—Rate Structure Investigation—Part 9, Live Stock, Southern 
Territory rates. 
18487—Atlanta Live Stock Dealers et al. vs. L. & N. R. R. et al. 
18500—Southeastern Live Stock Association vs. A. & R. R. R. et al. 
18559—Kentucky Farm Bureau Federation vs. C. & O. Ry. et al. 


November 11—Minneapolis, Minn.—Examiner Hagerty: 
* 419997—Alberta Coal Sales Co. et al. vs. Can. Natl. Rys. et al. 


November 11—New York, N. Y.—Examiner Jewell: 
* 18296—Norfolk Tallow Co. et al. vs. C. & O. Ry et al. 


November 11—Seattle, Wash.—Examiner Kerwin: 
* Finance No. 5901—In the Matter of the Application of the Northern 
Pacific Ry. for permission to abandon a certain line of railroad. 


November 11—Dallas, Tex.—Examiner Fleming: 
* 19914 (and Sub. 1)—Huey and Philp Hardware Co. et al. vs. A. & V. 
Ry. et al. 
November 11—Argument at Washington, D. C.: 
i eae Agricultural Chemical Corp. vs. C. C. C. & St. L. 
y. et al. 
18799—Dodge County Lumber Company vs. A. C. L. R. R. et al. 
18866—Alcolu Railroad Company vs. A. C. L. R. R. 


November 11—Kansas City, Mo.—Examiner Steer: 
* 1. & S. 2982 and (lst supplement)—Soft coal from Illinois mines to 
Kansas and Missouri points. 


November 12—New York, N. Y.—Examiner Jewell: 
* 19836—Hills Brothers Co. of Florida vs. A. C. L. R. R. et al. 


November 12—<Asheville, N. C.—Examiner Harris: 

* 19907—Western Carolina Shippers Assn. et al. vs. A. C. L. R. R. et al. 

* Portions Fourth Section Application No. 1625 and 1780 of C. C. Mc- 
Cain, 2055 and 2060 of J. F. Tucker, Agt., and 1548 of Southern Ry. 

* 20052—Western Carolina Shippers’ Assn. et al. vs. N. & W. Ry. et al. 


November 14—Selma.—Examiner Disque: 
* 20062—V. B. Atkins Grocery & Commission Co. et al. vs. A. G. S. 
mR. R. ot al. 


November 14—Denver, Colo.—Examiner Kettler: 
* |. & S,. 2970—Dried beans and other vegetables from Wyoming points 
to interstate destinations. 


November 14—Washington, D. C.—Examiner Howell: 
* 20138—The Jessup & Moore Paper Co. vs. A. C. & Y. Ry. et al. 


November 14—Fulton, Ky.—Examiner Sullivan: 

* Finance No. 6496—Application Mobile & Ohio R. R. for authority 
to abandon line of railroad between Columbus and South Colum- 
bus, Ky. 

November 14—Washington, D. C.—Bxaminers Marchand and Faris: 

Valuation No. In re tentative valuation of the property of the 
D. Ll. & W.. K.. BR. et.al. 

Valuation No. 890—Harlem Transfer Co. 

Valuation No. 891—Lackawanna & Montrose R. R. 

Valuation No. 899—Sussex R. R. Co. 

November 14—Dallas, Tex.—Examiner Fleming: 

* 49926 (and Sub. 1)—Advance-Rumeley Thresher Co., Inc., et al. vs. 
A. & V. Ry. et al. 
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A Highly Developed Freight Service 


is offered by the 


ELECTRIC RAILWAYS 


It has received the approval of the shipper because it is 


QUICK, DEPENDABLE, SATISFACTORY 









For full particulars write 


CENTRAL ELECTRIC TRAFFIC ASSOCIATION 


INDIANAPOLIS, INDIANA 









L. E. Earlywine, Chairman 








“Exactly r- a. "T=--= Cc 
SWVATCHING” 
SERVICE, 


Rendering traffic service to industry, large and small, for 
the last twenty years and producing a publication recog- 
nized as the authority on traffic matters in the United 
States, the Traffic Service Corporation long since arrived 
at the point where it stands alone as a dispenser of correct, 
intelligent, and prompt traffic service. 











Watching for happenings in Washington vital to the interests 
of our clients, making ourselves their eyes and ears, so to 
speak, and furnishing individual, daily reports by letter or 
wire as desired, is one branch of its varied service. 













Scores of the most prominent traffic managers are finding 
this service indispensable. If you have to do with traffic 
you need it. Write for particulars to— 





The Traffic Service Corporation 
Service Department 
310 Mills Building Washington, D. C. 
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November 14—Asheville, N. C.—Examiner Harris: 
* 19898—Western Carolina Shippers’ Assn. et al. vs. Asheville South- 
ern Ry. et al. 
* Portions Fourth Section Applications Nos. 542, 3965, 1952 and 1548. 
November 14—New York, N. Y.—Examiner Jewell: 
* 19863—New York Wire Cloth Co. vs. Penna. R. R. et al. 
* 19847—Cook, Swan & Young Corp. et al. vs. A. N. R. R. et al. 
November 14—Cumberland, Md.—Examiner Smith: 
* 19841—Cumberland Cement and Supply Co. vs. B. & O. R. R. et al. 
November 14—Philadelphia, Pa.—Examiner Smith: 
* 19576—Peninsula Exchange, Inc., vs. A. C. L. R. R. et al. . 
November 14—Chicago, Ill.—Examiner Hagerty: 
* 1. & S. 2985—Paper boards, carloads, between Western Trunk Line 
points. 
November 15—Denver, Colo.—Examiner Kettler: 
* 19018—Deline Manufacturing Co. vs. C. B. & Q. R. R. et al. 
* 19846—American Crate and Basket Co. vs. Union Pacific R. R. et al. 
November 15—Chicago, Ill.—Examiner Butler: 
16750—National Poultry, Butter and Egg Assn. et al. vs. A. & R. 
R. R. et al. 
November 15—Chicago, IlIl.—Examiner Hagerty: 
* 1. & S. 2988—Cement, carloads, from Linwood, Ia., to points in Il. 
November 15—New York, N. Y.—Examiner Jewell: 
* 19859—Atlantic Terra Cotta Co. et al. vs. A. & W. P. R. R. et al. 
* 19885—Durabilt Steel Locker Co. vs. N. Y. C. R. R. et al. 
November 15—Philadelphia, Pa.—Examiner Smith: 
* 20065—E. I. DuPont de Nemours & Co. vs. A. & W. P. R. R. et al. 
November 15—Washington, D. C.—Examiner Hays: 
Valuation No. 1068—In re tentative valuation of the property of the 
B. & O. R. R. et al. 
Valuation No. 1071—In re B. & O. C. Term. R. R. and Lyons and 
Chicago R. R. 
Valuation No. 1014—In re Indian Creek Valley Ry. 
Valuation No. 1009—In re Staten Island Rapid Transit Ry. and 
Staten Island Ry. 
Valuation No. 997—In re Coal and Coke Ry. 
Valuation No. 981—In re Tylerdale Connecting R. R. 
Valuation No. 994—In re Little Kanawha R. R. 
Valuation No. 984—In re Belington & Northern R. R. 
Valuation No. 993—In re Dayton & Union R. R. 
Valuation No. 995—)n re Morgantown and Kingwood R. R. 
November 15—Dallas, Ore.—Public Service Commission of Oregon: 
Finance No. 6398—Application Southern Pacific Co. for authority 
to abandon portions of its Airline Branch in Polk County, Ore. 
November 16—Atlanta, Ga.—Examiner Harris: 
* 1. & S. 2938—Rules governing weighing and reweighing of loaded 
and empty cars and tolerance allowance in the southeast. 
November 16—Charleston, W. Va.—Examiner Smith: 
* 19959— West Virginia Brick Co. vs. A. & R. R. R. et al. 
* 19955—West Virginia Brick Co. et al. vs. Hocking Valley ty. et al. 
November 16—Chicago, Ill—Examiner Hagerty: 
* 1. & S. 2989—Combination rule of brick and related articles in West- 
ern Trunk Line territory. 
November 16—Meridian, Miss.—Examiner Disque: 
* 19850—Meridian Traffic Bureau vs. C. & G. Ry. et al. 
November 16—New York, N. Y.—Examiner Jewell: 
* 19888—Tobacco Foil Co. vs. R. F. & P. R. R. et al. 


November 16—Philadelphia, Pa.—Examiner Smith: 
* 19152—The Viscose Co. vs. A. G. S. R. R. et al. 
* 19972—Bethlehem Steel Co. vs. A. C. L. R. R. et al. 


November 16—Washington, D. C.—Commissioners Campbell and Mc- 
Manamy and Examiners Koch and McGrath: 
* 1. & S. 2967—Lake Cargo Coal from Ky., Tenn., Va. and W. Va. to 
Lake Erie Ports. 
. & §S. 2975—Coal from Pennsylvania Mines to Cleveland, O 
trans-shipment beyond. 
November 16—San Francisco, Cal.—Examiner Kerwin: 
* 1. & S. 2991—Tin plate from San Francisco Bay Points to Sacra- 
mento, Calif. ‘ 
November 16—Argument at Washington, D. C.: 
17128—Taylor Produce Co. et al. vs. A. C. L. R. R. et al. 
17632—Harry J. Lewis Co. et al. vs. Nfk. Sou. R. R. et al. 


1. & S. 2521—Potatoes from Southeastern and Carolina territories to 
Northern and Western points. 


17817—Chicago Gravel Co. et al., vs. A. T. & S. F. Ry. et al. 
November 17—Atlanta, Ga.—Examiner Harris: 
* 19938—International Agricultural Corp. et al. vs. I. C. R. R. et al. 
November 17—Charleston, W. Va.—Examiner Smith: 
* 19589—A. Keathley vs. L. & N. R. R. et al. 
November 17—Chicago, Ill—Examiner Hagerty: 
* 19912—Armour & Co. (lll.) et al. vs. A. T. & S. F. Ry. et al. 
November 17—New York, N. Y.—Examiner Jewell: 
* 19940—Burroughs Adding Machine Co. vs. Wab. Ry. et al. 
* 20105—Bronfman Coal Co. vs. Erie R. R. et al. 
November 17—Pueblo, Colo.—Examiner Kettler: 
* 19989—The Jewell Co., Inc., vs. Mo. Pac. R. R. et al. 
November 17—Ft. Worth, Tex.—Examiner Fleming: 
* 17309—Texas Pacific Coal & Oil Co. vs. A. T. & S. F. Ry. et al. 
November 17—St. Joseph, Mo.—Examiner Steer: 
* 20008—Mueller-Keller Candy Co. et al. vs. A. T. & S. F. Ry. et al. 
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November 17—Argument at Washington, D. C.: 
14778—City of Los Angeles vs. Los Angeles and Salt Lake et al. 
Finance No. 3556—Application of the Southern Pacific Co. ang 
a Pacific R. R. for certificate of public convenience ang 
necessity. 


November 17—Washington, D. C.—Examiner Johnston: 
* Valuation No. 1070—In re tentative valuation of the property of 
the Grand River Valley Ry. 


November 18—Chicago, Ill.—Examiner Hagerty: 

* 19899 (and Sub. 1)—Armour & Co. (Ill.) et al. vs. A. T. & SP. 
et al. 

* 20122—Albert Lea Packing Co. et al. vs: A. T. & S. F. Ry. et al, 


November 18—Omaha, Neb.—Examiner Steer: 

* 1. & S. 2962 (and ist and 2nd supplements)—Routing lumber from 
Blytheville, Leachville and Arkansas Southern R. R. station to 
Western pts. 


November 18—Atlanta, Ga.—Examiner Harris: 
* 19976—Southern Wood Products Co. vs. Marianna & Blountstown 
R. BR. et al. 


November 18—San Francisco, Cal.—Examiner Kerwin: 
* 20097—-Big Lakes Box Co. et al. vs. Southern Pacific Co. et al. 


November 18—Salt Lake City, Utah.—Special Examiner Rogers: 
9672—Cameron Coal Co. et al. vs. L. A. & S. L. R. R., Director Gen- 
eral, et al. 


November 18—Argument at Washington, D. C.: 
17468—Philip Carey Co. et al. vs. A. T. & S. F. Ry. et al. 
16364—Joint Council of the International Apple Shippers Assn. et al. 
vs. Erie et al. 
17573—Charles A. Krause Milling Co. vs. B. & O. R. R. et al. 


November 18—Ft. Worth, Tex.—Examiner Fleming: 

* 17498—Litwood Oil and Supply Co. et al. vs. A. T. & S. F. Ry. et al. 
* 17441—Transcontinental Oil Co. vs. St. L.-S. F. Ry. et al. 

* 17459—Texhoma Oil and Refining Co. vs. C. R. I. & P. Ry. et al. 

* 16272—Lone Star Gas Co. vs. A. T. & S. F. Ry. et al. 

* 18576—Oriental Oil Co. vs. A. T. & S. F. Ry. et al. 

* 19928—Skelley Oil Co. vs. A. T. & S. F. Ry. et al. (further hearing), 


November 18—New Orleans, La.—Examiner Disque: 

* 19942—New Orleans Joint Traffic Bureau et al. vs. Ark. & La. Mo. 
Ry. et al. 

* 20061—The Southern Cotton Oil Co. vs. A. GS. R. R. et al. 

November 18—New York, N. Y.—Examiner Jewell: 

* 20123—United States Bung Mfg. Co. vs. B. & O. R. R. et al. 

* 20140—Luzerne Paper Corp. vs. N. Y. N. H. & H. R. R. et al. 


November 18—Oklahoma City, Okla.—Commissioner Woodlock and/or 

Examiner Mattingly: 

17000—Rate Structure Investigation, Part 3, Cotton. 

18390 (and Sub. Nos. 1 to 10, inclusive)—Arkansas Cotton Growers’ 
Co-operative Association vs. A. & R. R. R. et al. 

18570—Mississippi Railroad Commission et al. vs. A. & R. R. R. et al. 

18883 (and Sub. 1)—M. H. Reed & Co. vs. A. & S. Ry. et al. 

18932—Corporation Commission of Oklahoma vs. A. T. @ &. F. Ry. 





et al. 

19180—California-Arizona Cotton Association vs. A. T. & S. F. Ry. 
et al. 

19211—-State Docks Commission vs. Southern Ry. et al. 


RAILROAD FUEL COSTS 


Coal and fuel oil consumed by Class I railroads in road 
locomotives in freight and passenger service in the eight months 
ended with August cost $206,636,267, as compared with $209, 
946,169 for the same period of 1926, according to the Commis- 
sion’s monthly statement on fuel costs prepared by its bureau 
of statistics from carrier reports. Fuel for switching locomo- 
tives is not covered by the statement. 

For August the total cost of coal and fuel oil was $24, 
646,288, as compared with $25,318,146 for August, 1926. 

In the eight months ended with August, 63,321,441 net tons 
of coal were consumed, as compared with 65,484,685 tons for the 
same period of 1926. The average cost per ton was $2.66, as 
against $2.61 in the 1926 period. The total cost was $168,636,045, 
as against $171,043,024 for the 1926 period. 

Gallons of fuel oil consumed in the eight months totaled 
1,321,241,974, as against $1,332,434,067 in the 1926 period. The 
average cost per gallon was 2.88 cents, as against 2.92 cents in 
the 1926 period. The total cost was $38,000,222, as against 
$38,903,145 for the 1926 period. 

In August, the roads covered by the report consumed 7,558,- 
241 net tons of coal, as against 7,885,302 tons in August, 1926. 
The average cost per ton was $2.66, as against $2.57 in August, 
1926. The total cost was $20,131,318, as against $20,253,598 in 
August, 1926. 

Gallons of fuel oil consumed in August totaled 164,649,660, as 
against 171,154,993 in August, 1926. The average cost per gallon 
was 2.74 cents, as against 2.96 cents in August, 1926. The total 
cost was $4,514,970, as against $5,064,548 in August, 1926. 





DIRECTORY OF TRAFFIC MANAGERS, TRAFFIC 
AND COMMERCE EXPERTS AND SPECIALISTS 





Traffic Service LEWIS H. RUBIN 


THOMAS E. GRADY & CO., INC. 


Industrial Traffic Managers 
and Counselors 
SAVANNAH, GA. 
WEST PALM BEACH, FLA. 
TAMPA, FLA. 


MIAMI, FLA. 
ATLANTA, GA. 


RUBIN & SEFF 


Commerce Attorneys 
Interstate and State Commissions 
150 Nassau St., NEW YORK, N.Y. 


LEO C, SEFF 


LEONARD’S GUIDE 


Freight —Express—Parcel Post 
Rates and Routing 


G. R. LEONARD & CO. 
15 East 26th St., New York. 155 No. Clark St., Chicago 
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TARIF 


Are replacing Non-Expanding 
Files, Box Drawers and Binders 
because they save time and space 


Every tariff and supplement 
instantly available. You can 
remove or replace any issue 
without disturbing others. 





You can read the whole front 
form of any tariff without 


“Sy removal from the file. Self- 
iA indexing. 


A gentle push to close the 
drawer and all tariffs are 
safely compressed, Automati- 
cally, into the least space. 


These patented features and other advantages may now be 
had in the most complete line of tariff files on the market. 
Send for our new No. 27T Steel Equipment catalog 


Automatic File & Index Co., E. 10th St., Green Bay, Wis. 
Factory Branch Displays at Chicago and Milwaukee, 


The Popular 
Automatic 
Counter- High 
File---handles 
54% feet of 
solid tariffs. 






Automatic conven- 
ience plus handy 
counter, reference top 
and office divisions at 
cost of merely files. 


No. 3500T COUNTER HIGH Tariff File, 
42 in. high, 1144 wide, 24% deep. Bolt to- 
gether into solid appearing continuous 
counters. Contains 3 Automatic V Ex- 
panding Tariff Files. 


Among the prominent Automatic users, The A. 
T. & Santa Fe Ry. Co. says “Very satisfactory” 


Views of part of Auto- 
matic installations in 
the Santa Fe offices at 
Topeka and Chicago. 
Automatic is also used 
in their offices at Los 
Angeles, Kansas City, 
Galveston, Amarillo, 
Tulsa, etc. 
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Y, American Chain of Warehouses, Ines 


ALBANY, WN. Y.—Albany Pee & Security 
Warehouse Co, § Dea 


on Nu. Pair mas ail Co., 44 
Valley St. 

ATLANTA, GA.—Mershants & Manufacturers 
Warehouse Co., 169 Haynes St. 


AUGUSTA, GA.—The Hollingsworth Warehouses, 
656 Walker St. 


BANGOR, ME.—MeLaughiin Warehouse Co., 45 
Froat St. 
SrnmmenAn. ALA.—Warrant Warehouse Co., 
Avenue “A.” 


BUFFALO, M. Y.—Beffale Storage & Carting 
Co, 360 Sencea St. 

CHARLESTON. C.—Charieston Warehouse & 
Forwarding » 16 Hasell St. 


CHARLOTTE, N. C.—Carolina Traaster & Stor- 
age Ce., 11380 W. Morehead Street. 


CHATTANOOGA, ENN.—Chattancoga Ware- 
nouse & Cold Co., 1208 King St. 
CHICAGO, ILL.—Midiand Warehouse & Transfer 

Co., iSth St.-and Western Ave. 
CINUINNAI|1, OHIO0—The Wallace Transfer & 
rorwarding Go., 224 c&. Front St. 
CLEVELAND, ON1O0—Ine General storage Co., 
Urange Avenue ieorminai 


COLE. 8. o--taen Brokerage & 
age Co., P. O. box 


mM OH1IU—The 1 Storage 
Ge., 28 Vine St, 


* DALLAS, TEXAS—The Daiias Iransier & Ter- 
minal aremouse Co., Sante fe Gidg. 
DAVENPORT, 1OQWA—Ewert & Richter Express 

& Storage Ge., 320 &. 4th St 


DAYTON. OQHIO—The Union Storage Co., 10) 

ainbriage st. 

ocnen, COLO.—Weleker Transfer & Storage 
Co., 1700 i6th St. 

OES MOINES, A ty gn ag 7. seaaeal 7 
Storage Co., Sth & 


Mulberry 


BETAS. +. = oh for a 1924 
ayette Beulevar 


Eu a As cetag Paso Fireproot Storage 
Go., 1126 texas St 


ELMIRA, WN. Y.—A,. ©. Rice Storage Corpora- 
thon, 607 Haliroad Ave. 


EVANSVILLE, IND.—Terminal Warehouse Co., 
815 Main St. 

FAKYU, NN. O.—Union Transter Co., 806 
Northern Paci ve. 

FORT Bh ag Sy ys Transfer & Stor- 

reen WAYNE, IND.—Pettit’s Storage Ware- 
nouse Go., 414 &. CGoiumbia, 

GALVESTON, TEXAS—Wiiey & Nicholle Co., 
ine., SUS B6tn St. 

GRAND RAPIDS, MICH.—Kent Storage Co., 
69 Froat Ava, 

HARRISBURG, PA.—Montgomery & Co., 2% 
South (0th St. 

HARTFORD, CONN.—Hartford Despatoh & 
Warehouse Co., 249 Asylum &t. 

ee ~~ y TEX.—The Texas Warehouse Co., 
Baker & Codar Sts. 

HUNTINGTON, W. 7 aaa Sales & Storage 
Co., 1689 Seventh A 

INDIANAPOLIS, 1MD.—Trep Warehouse Ce., 
620 South Capitol A 


sACKOONV ELL ~~ Terminal Ware- 
house Ce., Union & lonia Ste. 


ESTABLISHED 4918 


-MENMBERS — 


KANSAS CITY, MO.—Adame Transfer & Stor- 
age Co., 228 West 4th St. 


LEXINGTON, KY.—Union Transfer & Storage 
Co., Spring & Vine Sts. 


LITTLE ROCK, ARK.—Terminal Warehouse Ce., 
812 E. 2nd St. 


SHIPPERS 


All Chain Warehouses 
are operated with 


Low Insurance Rates 
R. R. Connections 
Cartage Facilities 


For Storage and Distri- 
bution of Merchandise 
at Equitable Rates. 


Call upon our nearest 

Representative for further 

Information regarding , } 
facilities in any city. 


LOS ANGEL OA . Terminal Wi 
house Co th Tern rctees at _ 


Lou Sving, a rece ge Publie Warehouse 
Mala Sts. 

Ov Eee “VA tanenvers Storage Ca, 

MEMPHIS, tye Transfer Co., 24 
North 2nd St. 

SS WIS.—Haneon Storage Co., 128 
Jefferson St. 

MINNEAPOLIS, MINN.—Security Warehouse 
Co., 334 North tet St. 

none, AA Sarmt Warehouse Co., Water 

montcoMeRY, “ALAcMeaie Transfer & 

rage Co., 210 Coosa Street. 


asHViLL i 5. oes Fireproet 
Storage 


NEW ORLEANS, 7"! © Warehouse Ce., 
Ltd., 815 South Front St 

NEW YORK CITY—F. C. Linda CO., 23 Varick 
Street. 


OKLAHOMA CITY, OKLA.—O. K. Transfer & 
Storage Coe., 339 West ist St. 


OMAH rd] Omaha V: & &t . 
AA wre a Vas ‘orage 


ORLANDO, wELA~Orande fe o Company, 


wank tia quae Warehouse OCo., 800 
South Ada 


ce, hong oy ae Ware- 
house Corp., 22 South Mark: 


PHILADELPHIA, »genennecl Warehouse 
P Chestaut St. 


PORTLAND, MAINE—Gait Block Warehouse 
Ce, 30 Commercial St. 


a. ORE.—Helman Transfer Co., 8-12 


RALEIGH, WN. C.—Carolina Cypeee & ODis- 
tributing van 7 Ww. Lane St. 


neon —~_ 1 Storage Co., 


me... Frenne prearis island Transfer & 
Storage Go., iG) i7th 


SAN FRANCISCO, CALIF —rhe Haslett Ware- 
house Oo., 60 Califernia & 


wa, GA.—Savannah ian Warehouse 
ster Co., Bay St. Extension & Canal. 


ouantien, > Quackenbush Warehouse 
Ge, 2) Bridge 


SEATTLE, heen a ao & Distribut- 
ing Co., 30) Ry. Ave. Se, 


cuqevaress. LA. — Herrin Transfer & Ware- 
Cempany, eorner Spring and Vine sts. 


i. “a. (OWA—Bekins Van & Storage 
Co., 614 Riverside Aye. 


8T. + wo paeerantep Warehouse Co., 
ST. mo nie tenia Warehouse Co., 404 
Rosabel St. 


8T. ee. FLA.—Southerg Transfer & 


over, N. Y.—Great Northern Warehouses, 
jo 8560 West Fayette Street. 


TEXARKAMA, ARK.—Huater Transfer Co., 818 

&. Groat 

TOLEDO, mg ny Truck & Storage 
Co.. 108 Summit St 


TULSA, QOKLA.—Tulsa Terminal Storage & 
transfer Co., 8 North Cheyenne Street. 
UTICA, N. \ a gee Warehouse Company, 106 

Whitesboro 


VANCOUVER, 
Lte., 560 


WASHINGTON, OD. G—Maponanta Transfer & 
Storage Co., 820 E St. N. W. 

WHEELING, W. VA.—Ualons “ uss 66 
Storage Co., Mala, South & 


at ty KANS.— Grote wt 2 Warehouse 
Ce., 148 Ne. Rook isiand 


WICHIT pa 
* FALLS, nik TeX — Tarp Maria, Tou | panne 


. eeemened Warehouses, 


WILMINGTON, N. C.—W. B. Thorpe & Co., 
ine., Water & Ann Sts. 


WINNIPEG, CANADA—Tyson’s Storage, 126 
James Street. 

WORCESTER, MASS.—Bowler Storage & Sales 
Co., 81 Lafayette Street. 


STORAGE - MERCHANDISE -. DISTRIBUTION: 


~~ Directory, with Full Information Regarding Facilities 


A + AR. 


of Each Member, Available Upon Request 


O. V. HUKILL, Eastern Representative 
260 West Broadway 
New York City 


Phone Walker 7195 


W. H. EDDY, Western Representative 


53 West Jackson Blvd., Room 1010 


Phone Harrison 1496 


Chicago, IIl. 
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THE SOO LINE’S GREAT 


Freight Terminal 
Chicago 


The terminal is located in 
the heart of the business 
and manufacturing district 
of the city and covers 11 
city blocks. 


Facing at its northern end on 
Twelfth Street the structure oc- 
cupies the entire area between 
Canal and Clinton Streets, cross- 
ing Maxwell street, Fourteenth 
Street and Fourteenth Place, then 
turning to the west the tracks cross 
Jefferson and Union Streets. 


ype. 


ial ar Wit ee, li 
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To avoid delay, shipments for Can- 

adian destinations must be accompan- 

EDMONTON ¢ ied by shippers’ export declaration 
made in triplicate. This document 

must be delivered to railroad agent at 

initial point with the shipment and ac- 

company same to Canadian port of 


SAULT SAINTE MARIE 


MENOMINEE 


ALWAYS DEPENDABLE MANITOWOC 
FREIGHT SERVICE 


AGENCIES 
Boston, Mass., 40 Central St. Kansas City, Mo., 788 Railwa: 
eoldg, N. Y., 409-410 Iroquois — Angele, Cal_ 580 Van N oe Blige 
em ‘enn., Porter 
— Ill, 707 Standard Trust Mites Wis., 68 ag. a Ave. , 
innea) Minn., » Sth St. and 
Chipper pews Falls, Wis. Margeete Ave. a 
Cosnestl, G. se rection ay | Neensh, Wi Bldg. 
level he Trust bs » W 
Dato Bs ie Tran tio Big. ew es Y. ay ke Spokane | Wash, 0 1006 Old Nat'l Bank Bldg. 
est Superior ic, N. ‘acoma, acific 
Grand Te Mich., 414 Thoduice = i i lc v Tats, Wa os yet 
Ind., 480 Merch. Bank Bldg. Winnipeg, Man. 603-604 Lombard Bldg. 


ROUTE YOUR FREIGHT - - - CARE SOO LINE 
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THE BALTIMORE & OHIO CHICAGO TERMINAL R.R. CO. 


(BALTIMORE & OHIO SYSTEM) 
A Specialized Service Rendered 


With Great Good Will 


THE BALTIMORE AND OHIO SYSTEM 
THE BALTIMORE AND OHIO CHICAGO. There are localities 
TERMINAL RAILROAD within the 


CHICAGO, ILL. . 
manufacturing zone of 


Chicago and the 

mors rma ween Chicago District where 
sumnaes SOUtESD your enterprise might 

be an absolute failure. 


, ae x a There are other 


~~ a 
SS) localities also within 
; pou CHICAGO 


By) 1) this manufacturing 
. yi BIS NO” 


zone whose peculiar 
fitness as applied to 
your particular 
enterprise, would 
almost insure success. 





We recognize the 

special requirements 

of every line of 

manufacture and the 

‘| individual needs of 

every manufacturer. | 





With this in mind we will study your industry on its own 
economic fitness for a certain locality, and show the possibili- 
ties for a successful and profitable growth. 


ADDRESS 
J. M. McDERMOTT H. M. JOUVER 
Industrial Agent General Freight Agent 
208 Grand Central Station 455 Grand Central Station 


CHICAGO CHICAGO 
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The Chain of Tidewater Terminals 
and 
Allied Inland Warehouses 















BOSTON 


BOSTON TIDEWATER TERMINAL, Inc. 
J. M. Hoffman, V. P. & Gen’l Mgr. 
666 Summer St., Boston 


Adequate, modern dockage facilities, direct 
rail connection all railroads — direct dis- 
charge ship to cars and cars to ship—storage 
direct from ship —no transfer or trucking 
charge. A mile of berthing space — Piers 
100 feet wide. Open storage 
for lumber, pig iron and 
similar bulk cargoes. 


BUFFALO 


KEYSTONE WAREHOUSE CO. 
Seneca and Hamburg Streets 
Buffalo, N. Y. 

W. J. Bishop, General Supt. 
Strictly modern warehouses lo- 


sale and retail districts. Served by 
all railroads entering Buffalo, in- 
cluding the Great Lakes steamers 
and N. Y. Barge Canal lines. Also 
by all suburban auto trucking com- 
panies. General warehousing with 
pool car distribution and cartage 
facilities. 





| PHILADELPHIA 
PHILADELPHIA TIDEWATER 
TERMINAL 
G. M. Richardson, Gen. Mgr. and 
reasurer 
10 Chestnut St., Philadelphia 

























NEW YORK 


ATLANTIC TIDEWATER TERMINALS 
G. W. Green, V. P. & Gen’l Mgr. 
17 State St., New York 
Two modern fireproof double-decked piers, 1320 ft. 
long, 150 ft. wide—located foot 58th St., Brooklyn— 
within free lighterage limits, affording shipments via 
all railroads—slips 250 ft. wide—Quicker docking and 
undocking, faster arrival and departure. Best labor 
conditions—Faster loading and discharging—Less 
stevedoring costs. No lighter or barge detentions— 
No Iong trucking—No piling—Maxi- 
mum dispatch. Fireproof storage di- 
rect from ship—No trucking or 


transfer charge. Reasonable stor- 
age and handling charges. 


PHILADELPHIA 


MERCHANTS WAREHOUSE CO., 
10 Chestnut St., Philadelphia, Pa. 
Snowden Henry, Supt. 
Eleven mammoth warehouses, with 
floor area of 1,300,000 square feet, 
served by Penn. R. R. sidings. Larg- 
est operators of public warehouses 
in Philadelphia. Equipped to fur- 
nish any kind of service incident to 
handling of package freight on L. 
C. L. shipments. Low insurance. 
Liberal advances on stored goods. 


NORFOLK 
NORFOLK TIDEWATER 
TERMINALS, INC. 

J. A. Moore, Manager, 
Norfelk, Va. 


NEW YORK 


J Ge 
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Three piers, each 1300 ft. long—4 open 
bulkhead berths—8 warehouses with 2,200,- 
000 sq. ft. space—- Warehouses served by 
depressed tracks and concrete drives. 
Receiving, delivering and classification 
yards have over 4,000-car capacity — Every 
modern device for rapid and economical 
handling, all classes of cargo— Forty 
acres open storage space for lumber, metals 
and ores. No lighterage. Served by Nor- 
folk’s eight Trunk Lines. 





















Berths for 15 largest ocean cargo carriers 
—2 reinforced concrete and steel fireproof 
warehouses—over one million sq. ft. covered 
storage space available — Lowest insurance 
rates — Exceptional facilities for handling 
both general and bulk cargoes — No light- 
erage — Railroad storage yard 500-car ca- 
pacity — Tracks extend entire length all 3 
piers — 25 acre yard adjacent to piers for 
storage and distribution of lumber. 

















a e The above means great money saving to you. Read carefully —then direct 
S h ipp ers. your freight to be delivered to these spiendid terminals, oo warehouses. 


All structures are concrete and steel, completely sprinkler protected, affording greatest safety 
and security with lowest possible insurance rates. Our Single Unit Policy of administration under a 
management specializing in the operation of terminal and warehouse facilities insures uniform stand- 
ards of service to vessels and shippers alike. Our service costs no more — why pay as much for less? 

Write or telephone the company nearest to you and our rates and arrangements will be promptly 
furnished, together with descriptive illustrated folder. 


HARVEY C. MILLER, President 
319 Commercial Trust Building, Philadelphia, Pa. 
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